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NEWS OF THE WEEK. | 


“We left theMinistry at the close of last week, to use Lord At- 
THORP’s expression, “in a state of extreme embarrassment,”— 
their retainers angry and dismayed, their foes full of high hope 
and sanguine anticipation. The Country gentlemen, howeyer, 
soon became alarmed at the probable consequences of their own 
victory. It was a very easy matter, and a very delightful opera- 
‘tion, no doubt, to raise the rent of barley-land by reducing the 
duty on Malt. But when it became apparent that the landed in- 
terest had only made the first breach in the revenue, and that the 
trading part of the nation was prepared to deepen and extend it, 
then dire anticipations of taxes upon Property and Income 
terrified them into submission to their Ministerial leaders. Ac- 
cordingly, the vote of Friday was rescinded on the following Tues- 
day, by a majority of 355 to 157. The Malt-duty was reimposed, 
the Houseand Window tax fastened more firmly than ever (as 
our sage legislators hoped) upon Metropolitan shoulders, and the 
spectre of a Property-tax hooted out of the House of Commons. 
This -was indeed a hardy, we suspect it will prove to have been 
a foolhardy, proceeding. 

Lord Auruorr’s resolution on Tuesday, which was carried so 
‘triumphantly instead of Sir Jonn Key's simple motion for the 
repeal of the House and Window tax, affirmed the inexpediency 
of making any important changes in the financial system of the 
country ; in other words, it repudiated a Property-tax. It was 
agreed on all hands, that some substitute for the taxes proposed 
to be taken off would have to be found ; and it was generally al- 
lowed, that a Property-tax must be that substitute. This, how- 
ever, it seems the House would not listen to. The members were 
convinced of its injustice and inexpediency, by such arguments 
as the following, which we extract from the speech of Sir Ro- 
BERT PEEL. 

‘© There was one alternative to which the proposed reductions must inevitably 
Jead—an Income and Property tax. To that species of taxation he was de- 
cidedly opposed. He did not pledge himself beyond the present period in 
making this statement: he spoke of the existing condition of the country, and 
pronounced an Income and Property tax, in reference to that condition, a great 
public calamity. He said an Income and Property tax, because he considered 
the two inseparable ; and thought any attempt to tax Property without taxing 
Income pregnant with the grossest injustice.” 

Now, when a person grossly and wilfully misstates the propo- 
sition of his antagonist in an argument, it is a fair presumption 
‘that he is unable to overthrow it if fairly put. This is what Sir 
Rosert PEE, in conjunction with Lord Atruorp, Mr. BarinG, 
and others, has done in the above quotation. Nobody dreams of 
imposing an Income-tax, of the odious description which Sir 
Rosert Peet endeavoured, too successfully, to persuade his 
‘brother members must be the necessary result of reorganizing our 
financial system. If we entertained any doubts of the expedi- 
ency of a Property-tax, they would, we think, be in a great mea- 
sure removed by observing to what shifts an acute and clear- 
headed man like Sir Roperr Pest is driven, in order to give his 
arguments against it even a plausible appearance. 

A. circumstance occurred which is likely to bear hard upon 
Lord Attuorp’s character, once proverbial for honesty. He 
‘was reported by all the newspapers to have declared his de- 
termination to acquiesce in the vote upon Sir Wit iam 
IneiLBy's motion, and to carry it into effect.’ With scarcely an 
exception, also, the same interpretation on his language was put 
by the Members of the House who heard him speak, ut it now 
appears, according to his own explanation, that he said nothing of 

kind, and merely declined dividing the House upon the ques- 
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tion a second time that night. Does not Lord ALtHoRP’s easy 
and good-natured disposition~ sometimes render him the prey of 
his more wily colleagues? Do not these latter now and then 
over-persuade him to give singular explanations of his imprudently 
honest admissions? .An excessively honest, good-intentioned 
Minister, may be found occasionally, we suspect, quite as convenient 
a colleague as an unprincipled one. 

The fear of being saddled with an Income-tax, then, was one of 
the main reasons for rescinding the vote of Friday week for the 
reduction of the Malt-duty. The Ministerial threat of resignation 
was another: the Members of the House of Commons consider 
the retirement of Ministers as a greater calamity than the loss of 
the confidence of their constituents, and of their own character 
for consistency and independence. The fear of an Income-tax, the 
possibility of which no rational reformer of our system of taxation 
ever contemplated, and the dread of embarrassing the Ministry 
of the day, are positively the only two reasons to be assigned in ex- 
cuse for the extraordinary vote of Tuesday night; the alarming 
consequences of which are already clearly to be discerned on the 
political horizon. 

This was the great Parliamentary measure of the week. 
On Thursday, Mr. Ricuarps brought forward his motiou 
respecting the introduction of Poor-laws into Ireland. It was 
cushioned by Lord ALtrHorp; who proposed that a Commis- 
sion should be appointed to inquire into and report upon the 
state of the Irish poor, previously to legislating on the subject of 
Mr. Ricuarps's motion. The House of course acquiesced in this 

reeable, easy, and now very usual, though unsatisfactory mode of 
Petting rid of a troublesome matter. 

‘Last night, Mr. Cossxrt’s resolutions on the subject of the 
iniquitous operation of the Stamp and Auction duties were re- 
jected, by a majority of 250 to 26. The debate proved a very dull 
one; and, strange to say, Mr.Sprine Rice was more pointed, 
and his speech appears to have told better, than that of his veteran 
antagonist. Mr. Rice went out cf his way to bestow a high-flown 
eulogium on the virtues of the nobility.; which, as was justly re- 
marked by Mr. Hume, met with more applause from the members 
of the House than it would be likely to receive from their con- 
Stituents out of doors. 

Lord Attuore moved last night for his promised Committees 
of Inquiry into the state of Agriculture and Trade,—premising, 
however, that, in his opinion, they would be of little practical ser- 
vice. This is not very consolatory; nor is it calculated to put 
people in good-humour with their representatives. 

Earl Firzwiti1amM has laid a string of resolutions on the sub- 
ject of the Corn-laws on the table of the House of Lords. He 
intends to bring them under discussion on Tuesday week; not- 
withstanding Earl Grey, according to the policy of his Adminis- 
tration, expressed his regret that this difficult subject should be 
mooted at the present time. 

We cannot say much in praise of the Parliamentary oratory 
of the week. The grand discussion on Tuesday did not produce a 
single good speech. The arguments on the Ministerial side were 
not even adroitly put, and did not meet with that thorough ex- 
posure from the Opposition which we had a right to expect. 





The Russians are now the virtual masters of Constantinople. A 
considerable detachment of their troops disembarked on the 5th 
April on the Asiatic shore opposite the Turkish capital. Rein- 
forcements were immediately expected, which would raise the 
amount of this force to 16,000 men. Another Russian army, of 
much greater force, had crossed the Balkan, and was in full 
march upon Constantinople, while their fleet lies ready in the 
Bosphorus to sail for the protection of the Sultan at an hour's no- 
tice. There appears to be no probability, however, of the Egyptians 
hazarding an attack upon the capital, thus guarded, either by sea 
or land; and it is reasonable to suppose that Menemert Att will 
accede to the terms of peace which the Russians may choose to 
impose upon him in the name of the Sultan. The Russian over- 
tures will be backed by fleets and armies; while the vapouring of 
the French Ambassador and Admiral, Rouss1n, was utterly des- 
titute of such auxiliaries. 

The Empress CaTHERINE made a road through one of the 
Southern provinces of Russia, which she christened “the road to 
Constantinople.” The late American President JEFFERSON pro- 
phesied that she would find it “avery stuwmpy one.” 
seem, however, that all obstructions have, by perseverd 
good fortune, at length been removed, and the road t¢ 
nople lies open and inviting to the troops of the Cz 
pear to have been some gross miscalculations on t 
English and French Governments during the 
Eastern campaign. 


The French Minister of Finance presented his Bi 
Chamber of Deputies on Monday evening. It occ 
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little sensation at the Bourse, and announced no reduction of 
expenditure. 
he Republican party in France, which, though by no means 
numerous, is composed of very active, intelligent, and unscru- 
julous men, is endeayouring to form a connexion with some mem- 
r of the Bonapdrre family. Having become disgusted with 
JosePH, who is a perfectly unmanageable person, they have ap- 
_ ele to Lucien to aid them in their designs of overthrowing the 
ynasty of Louis Puitir. There seems, however, to be little or 
no prospect that the intrigues of these zealous plotters will be pro- 
ductive of much serious trouble to the established Government. 
Reports are prevalent in Paris, that an army is to be sent to 
Constantinople, and that Rousstn: has had instructions to drive 
the Russian fleet out of the Bosphorus. Both are extremely im- 
probable. 


King Lropo.p has dissolved his unruly Chambers; and the 
electoral colleges for choosing new Senators and Deputies are con- 
voked for the 23d instant. The reason assigned by the King for 
the dissolution, is the difference of opinion between his Govern- 


ment and the Chambers in regard to the external relations of the 
country. 


Accounts have been received from Oporto to April the 23d. 
They are favourable to Don Pepro; who at last had contrived to 
pay the seamen belonging to the squadron of Sartorius, and 
make up his quarrel with the Admiral. The squadron was lying 
in the roads off Oporto: it consisted of three frigates, a brig, a 
schooner, and a corvette. The only land operation undertaken by 
the garrison, had been the capture of one of the Miguelite posi- 
tions called Monte Cabello. This had been effected with the loss 
of about 130 men. There appears to have been some smart fight- 
ing, on a small scale, in this affair. Provisions were said to be 
coming into Oporto in great abundance; which, however, is irre- 
concileable with the account of prices of the necessaries of life fur- 
nished by the Times correspondent. Beef was 1s. 11d. per pound, 
and flour about 65s. per barrel. 

A rising against the Miguelites had taken place at Figueiras, 
a sea-port about fifty miles south of Oporto. It was headed by a 
disaffected militia officer. There seems to be at last some reason 
to believe that the country people are not indisposed to change 
Masters. 








Bebates and Proceedings tu Parliament, 

1.) Mryisrertat Dirricuttres. The House of Commons, on 
Monday, was thronged with members at an early hour, and the anxiety 
to hear the announcement of the plan which the Ministry had resolved 
to adopt was unusually great. The Speaker, soon after taking the 
chair, at five o’clock, called upon 

Lord Atruorr; who said, that he was aware of the anxiety which 
prevailed to hear what he had to state on that occasion. The circum- 
stances in which Ministers were placed by the vote of the House on 
Friday last, were, as he had before stated, extremely embarrassing. 
Government, after taking all the circumstances into consideration, had 
determined to bring the question again before the House, in order that 
the whole state of the case might be laid before them, and the conse- 
quences which would result from persevering in their vote of Friday be 
clearly explained and considered. It was therefore his intention to 
move the next day, as an amendment to Sir John Key’s motion for the 
repeal of the House and Window duties— 

“¢ That the deficiency of the Revenue which would be occasioned by a reduc- 
tion of the tax on Malt to 10s. a quarter, and by the repeal of the taxes on Houses 
and Windows, could only be supplied by the substitution of a general tax on Pro- 
perty, and would occasion an extensive change in our whole financial system, 
py would at present be inexpedient.” (Loud cheers and cries of ‘ No, 
no!” 

Lord Atruorr having sat down, the Speaker again called upon him; 
when he moved that the House should resolve itself into a Committee 
of Supply. He took that opportunity of requesting Mr. Wolryche 
Whitmore, whose motion respecting the Corn-laws had precedence of 
that of Sir John Key, to postpone his motion; because it was not only 
desirable, but necessary that the question respecting the Taxes should 
be settled without delay. 

Mr. W. Wurrmore, with some hesitation, agreed to postpone his 
motion; but only on the understanding that he should be allowed a day 
next week to bring it before the House. 

Sir W. Incitsy then asked Lord Althorp what he intended to do re- 
specting the vote of Friday last? 

He could assure the House, that he had not brought forward his motion with 
any view of embarrassing Ministers. The resolution having been carried by a 
majority, the manner in which Lord Althorp had taken it up had gone through 
the country, and the country expected that the measure would be carried into 
effect. He asked if it was his intention to carry that resolution into effect, or 
what it was he intended to do? 

Lord Avtruorp said, that his remarks on Friday night appeared to 
have been misunderstood. He said, or meant to say, that although the 
question had been carried by a small majority, he would not take advan- 
tage of the support of such gentlemen as had subsequently entered the 
House, by again dividing it at that hour of the morning. He had, as 
every one acquainted with the forms of the House must know, a full 
right to do so, but declined exercising it. The motion of which he had 
given notice would, he thought, sufficiently explain the course which he 
meant to pursue relative to that decision. 

The Marquis of Cuanpos said, that he had misunderstood Lord 
Althorp’in the same way as Sir W. Incitpy. He regretted that Mi- 
nisters should attempt to get rid of a vote of the House in the manner 
they proposed to do. They had had abundant notice that the question 
would be brought forward, and ought to have been prepared to meet it. 
He very much regretted that such should be the conduct of any Minister 
inthe Reformed House of Commons; and forhis own part, should feel 











perfectly ashamed of himself, if he altered his yote on so important a 
question ; and would rather at once give up his seat at the call of the 
Minister of the Crown, than vote one way on F riday, and directly the 
reverse on the Tuesday following. 

A Member said, that he had voted in the majority; but he now 
found that the stability of the present Administration, which was the 
only one that could carry on the affairs of the country, was involved in 
os and that was of more consequence than the repeal of the Malt- 

uty. 

Mr. Tennyson had understood Lord Althorp to say, in very dis- 
tinct terms, that notwithstanding the smallness of the majority, he 
should feel it his duty ¢o carry the resolution for the repeal of the Malt- 
duty into effect. (Loud cries of “No, no!”) He should like to know 
whether those members who cried “No” were present? Of course 
he should abide by the explanation which Lord Althorp had given. As 
to the stability of the Ministry, no such question in the Reformed 
Parliament ought to affect it. The Parliament, if it truly represented 
the people, might fairly say, “ We do not wish to be taxed in the 
particular way you propose, but prefer another way.” He should be 
ashamed himself, if, after having voted for the repeal of the Malt-tax, 
and of the House and Window taxes, he was not ready to vote for a 
substitute for them. He did not think with Mr. Hume, that by any 
screwing they could reduce the expenditure by six or seven millions. 
A. Property-tax, in short, was necessary: it was the only measure 
which would satisfy the people, or render the country prosperous. 

Mr. Roxinson agreed with Mr. Tennyson in his understanding of 
what had fallen from Lord Althorp on Friday. He approved of the 
resolution which Ministers had taken. The House would now see 
what they were about. He wished, however, that members would con- 
sider the consequences of overturning their vote of Friday. It would 
be said that forty members could impose taxes on the people, and there 
was no idea of revising their votes; but when a House, consisting of 
three hundred members took off a tax, then they were called upon to 
rescind their decision. 

Sir Joun Wrorrestey believed that Lord Althorp had stated cor- 
rectly the substance of his remarks on Friday. He did not think that 
because. 162 members had come to a decision on a certain matter, the 
remainder of the 658 were to have no opinion. 

Mr. M. Artwoop would accept Lord Althorp’s explanation of 
his own meaning ; but he certainly had declared that he would offer no 
opposition to carrying the resolution into effect. If this principle of 
reconsidering and rescinding resolutions were adopted, he should like 
to move that the resolution passed a few evenings ago upon his motion 
should be rescinded. 


Mr. Benerrv said, that Lord Althorp had given a correct explanation 
of what he had said on Friday. 

Mr. Hari Dare thought, it would be a very bad precedent to re- 
scind a vote which the House had deliberately passed. He was pre- 
pared to look at the question with his eyes open; to vote for a Pro- 
perty-tax, and consider the existing taxation of the country. 


Mr, Barina was of opinion that Lord Althorp’s declaration might 
have been taken to mean one thing or the other. He was no advocate 
for a commutation of taxes, and objected to being brought to decide 
upon so important a matter on twenty-four hours’ notice. Lord 
Althorp proposed to them this question—will you be relieved from the 
Malt-tax, and the House and Window tax, and have in lieu of them a 
tax on Property and Income—not a tax on Property or Income, but on 


| both? 


He thought the reduction of the Malt-tax, for which he voted on Friday, 
might have been afforded without bringing on the necessity of a general commu- 
tation of taxation; but even allowing that it were put to him distinctly whether 
he would have the Malt-duty reduced and a Property-tax imposed, or the Malt- 
duty left alone, he ‘should certainly say, leave the Malt-duty alone, and spare 
him the Property-tax. ( Cheers and laughter.) 


Sir Roverr Peet would not give an opinion on the great question 
till the proper time arrived. Had he been inthe House on Friday, he 
should have decidedly opposed the reduction of the Malt-duty. 

He would have done that, not because he did not entertain a sincere desire to 
see that tax abated, if possible, hut because he should have looked forward to 
the consequences of that abatement ; he should have looked forward to its bear~ 
ing on the question of commutation of taxes—to its bearing on the question of 
the Corn-laws—to its bearing on the question of the substitution of a Property- 
tax. The substitution of a Property-tax would lead to a complete revolution 
in the whole of our financial system; and he would not consent to inflict an 
injury upon the public creditor by the repeal of any tax, till he felt assured of 
obtaining a substitute. He must say, that he certainly did entertain serious 
doubts of the success of any attempt to establish a Property and Income Tax in 
lieu of any other taxes whatever. He did not mean to say, that virtually to 
rescind on one night, a vote of the House come to on another, was a course 
free from evil; but it would be a far greater evil to maintain the doctrine, that 
questions of such immense importance could be finally determined by a House 
consisting of only half the number of the members. : 

Lord Atruorr said, that when the situation, in which the affairs of 
the country were placed was taken into consideration, he was sure that 
the notice would appear any thing but too short. 


Lord Sanpon, Lord Exsrincron, and Sir W. Fotxes made a few 
observations; and the conversation dropped. 

2. House anp Winpow Taxes. On Tuesday, Sir Joun Key 
moved that such portion of the Assessed Taxes as related to Houses 
and Windows should be repealed. 

The House-tax at present in force purported to be assessed upon the annual 
value of all inhabited houses above 10/. per annum, upon the following graduated 
seale :—10/. and under 20/., 1s. 6d. in the pound; 20/. and under 40/., 2s. 3d. 5 
401. and upwards, 2s. 10d. It was not necessary for him to enter into an 
historical account of the rise and progress of this tax: it was sufficient to SaYy 
that, like most other bad measures, it was at ifs first introduction so mild in 
operation and so moderate in amount, that it excited but little opposition. When 
first imposed, together with the Window-tax, it amounted to only 2s., and 
thence to 8s. each house ; and it had gradually progressed to the present period, 
when its enormous amount exercised a most deadening and destructive influence 
upon tradé. P 

In the year ending in January last, the House-tax had produced up- 
wards of 1,357,000/. ; of which more than half was paid by the city ved 
London, and the surburban districts within the bills of mortality; an 
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if the three.counties of York, Lancaster, and Somerset were added, it 
would be found that they paid more than three fourths of the tax for 
the whole fifty-two counties. These taxes were almost as expensive 
in collection. as the Assessed Taxes, and fell upon consumable com- 
modities, inasmuch as they were principally paid by tradesmen, who 
charged the-outlay in taxes upon the articles they dealt in. He denied 
that these duties could fairly be called a Property-tax. If that were 
the case, the present order of things would be inverted. The tax 
would be calculated upon the cost of the building materials and labour 
employed inthe erection of mansions. 

Adam Smith said, that if the House-tax were imposed upon that principle, 
and applied by that rule, it would ruin half the nobility of the country ; for that 
it was the savings of generations which were expended: in the construction of 
their palaces and mansions. Supposing that would: be the consequence of the 
tax if equally enforced, let the House reflect how many hundreds of industrious 
tradesmen had actually been ruined by the extreme severity which was the con- 
sequence of its unequal pressure. If noblemen and gentlemen chore to abstract 
from productive employments the savings of generations, and to invest large 
masses of wealth, as it were, in mortmain, society had no right to complain, for 
they had aright to do what they would with their own; but society had a 
right to claim as much in taxes for the protection it afforded to those masses of 
property, as it would to demand .for the same quantity of wealth invested in 

ouses employed for the purposes of trade, or by its interchange contributing to 
the wealth of the whole community. 

Highly taxed houses were the residenees of producers—the lightly 
taxed of the consumers. The tradesman and mechanic, and merchant 
—the creators of wealth—must live where they could; the consumers 
of wealth, at Brussels, Paris, Rome, or Naples,—just where they 
pleased. Mere shops and warehouses were not the only instruments of 
trade, as Lord Althorp seemed to imagine. 

No; the numberless houses of all sorts and sizes, which were adjacent to the 
shop -keeping part of the community, were equally houses used for the purposes 
of trade; the proprietors of many—perhaps most of them—resorted daily to the 
more crowded parts of London in the pursuit of their means of subsistence. It 
was almost impossible for persons, with a due regard to the health of themselves 
and families, to bear the close confinement of the more densely populated parts 
of the metropolis. Merchants, tradesmen, clerks, shopmen, porters, workmen, 
warehousemen, all pressed from the scenes of their daily toil, to the suburbs of 
the metropolis, to obtain in a pure atmosphere relief, by healthful relaxation 
from the penalties which waited upon laborious and unhealthy employment in 
close and confined situations. 

The Income-tax was a heavenly tax compared with this. 

If it did tax the property of a man’s trade, it was only in common with in- 
comes derived from other sources, and in the calculation of profits, it made an 
allowance for the expenses of his trade. The House-tax not only taxed income 
obtained, in an enormously disproportioned degree, but it positively taxed the 
house, the very instrument, the expensive instrument by which that income 
was made. The taxgatherer made no allowance for the depression of trade: it 
was in vain the tradesman spoke of his bad debts, of his reduced rate of profit, 
of his diminished business ; he lived in the house whether he was prosperous or 
a ae, whether he throve or whether he was ruined—the taxes must be 
paid. 

In conclusion, he declared that these taxes were liable to every ob- 
jection which applied to every tax, without possessing the advantages 
of any. 

Alderman Woop seconded the motion. One shopkeeper out of 
every three had become bankrupt, or had compounded with his creditors. 
Lord Althorp’s measure respecting shop-windows was in a high degree 
unsatisfactory. He had received letters from many shopkeepers who 
treated it as being altogether illusory, and they said that they would 
rather forego it for the repeal of some other tax. 

It seemed, however, that they came to the discussion of the question this 
evening under peculiar circumstances. The vote of the gentlemen of the landed 
interest was mixed up with the Malt-tax and the Property-tax ; and he had 
some little alarm that some persons might change their minds. If they did so, 
he thought it would be a most extraordinary proceeding on the part of the Re- 
presentatives of the People. How those gentlemen could appear before their 
constituents, he could not imagine. He knew, for his own part, that his posi- 
tion would not be a little singular if one night he voted for the reduction of a 
tax, and a few nights afterwards voted for its continuance. [A Member— But 
you are pledged.”] The Member for Yorkshire, he believed, was certainly 
mistaken ; he was pledged to nothing; but bis opinion had always been de- 
cidedly against the House and Window Taxes. 

He saw no difficulty in taking off every tax except those on Spirits 
and Tobacco, and substituting a Property-tax in lieu of them. He 
trusted that the House would repeal the House and Window Taxes, 
and persevere in their reduction of the Malt-duty also. 

Lord Arruorr said, the proposition which he was about to make 
was certainly a very unusual one, and one which he was fully aware 
was liable to great objections. He would not call the division of Fri- 
day last a complete surprise, for the notice of the motion was on the 
books, 

“* But gentlemen must recollect, that for the evening in question there were 

four notices on the Order-book ; and every gentleman who knew the forms of the 
House knew that, on the question of going into a Committee of Supply, 
only two motions could be made—one on the Order of the Day, and the other, 
on the question that the Speaker do leave the Chair. Therefore, I myself did 
not expect the motion of the Member for Lincolnshire would have been brought 
forward that evening.” One of the motions which preceded it, that of Mr. 
Cobbett, went off in consequence of his not having given notice in the proper 
form. Mr. O’Connell withdrew his, and for that reason the motion of Sir 
William Ingilby came on. The number of members in the House, when the 
question was decided, did not amount to one-half of the whole number. 
; He did not think that he was justified, under those circumstances, 
in changing the whole financial policy of the country, nor in giving way 
to those who would make such a change. He had, he was aware, only 
a choice of difficulties. He wished to tnake the House fully aware of 
the circumstances of the case, in order to leave them a choice of the 
alternative. 

“* I stated in the debate on the former occasion, and I did not state it hastily, 
that I did not think it of very great consequence whether the proposition of the 
Member for Lincolnshire was for a reduction of half the duty, or of the whole. 
i am certainly prepared to say, that it is absolutely necessary, if that proposition 
be earried, that a substitution of other taxation should take place, and that it 
would be a wiser course, under such circumstances, for the House to take off the 
whole tax. (Loud cheers.) ‘With the same views I look at the question pro- 
Goned by the honourable Baronet:to-night. I think it must be evident.to the 

Ouse, that itis utterly impossible, in fair justice to the inhabitants of this 





country, to give so large a relief to one class of the community, without 
also giving a large relief to another class. Therefore I do think, that if the 
House does persevere in the reduction of the Malt-duty, it will be their 
duty to take into favourable consideration, and, in fact, to adopt, the proposition 
of the honourable Baronet.” 

It was clear that the House in that case must adopt a Property-tax, 
as the only alternative. He did not think it would be prudent to have 
a small Property-tax; but if the system were adopted at all, it ought 
to be adopted as a system. 

“It would be desirable, in the situation in which this country is placed, 
never to raise less than 10,000,000/, or 12,000,0002. by a Property-tax, to be 
imposed as a substitute for other taxes. This, it is quite clear, must be a pro- 
perty tax applying generally, as stated in my resolution. Now, I am not 
pp to argue this question as to whether it would be politic or not to impose 
such a tax. At present, I simply say that it would be inexpedient. But it 
certainly would be impolitic to propose such a tax, unless it were extended to 
the whole of the United Kingdom.” 

Now the objections toa Property-tax, which in 1816, he recollected, 
was an extremely unpopular one, were many. 

“‘ T have heard gentlemen speak of laying a Property-tax only on capital 
invested!—as rent, interest of money, mortgages, annuities, &c., and leaving 
productive capital exempt. But I ask them to consider, what would be the 
effect of this? I ask them to consider the number of persons there are of small 
incomes of this description. Figure to yourselves a small fundholder living in 
the neighbourhood of a great manufacturer; what would be his feclings at 
finding himself taxed by a Property-tax, and yet beholding his wealthy neigh- 
bour exempt. — It is utterly impossible that this House, or any Legislature, can 
seriously adopt such a proposition as this. It is absolutely necessary that the 
property of all classes of people in this country should be taxed. How far, then, 
would this differ from the Property-tax of 1816, which every gentleman who 
recollects it, must remember to have been a most unpopular tax ?” 

To rest the financial resources of the country upon such a tax, would 
be highly dangerous. Government were by no means prepared to come 
forward with any such proposition, whatever the opinions of some in- 
dividuals might be. 

“¢ It has been held by many gentlemen, that in consequence of the Reform in 
Parliament, Ministers are to follow the directions of the House of Commons as 
to. the course of policy which they are to hecho more especially in financial 
affairs. Now, I am perfectly ready to admit this doctrine, that Ministers, 
taking them in the abstract, are bound to follow the orders of the House ; but 
I do not think that as an individual Minister, I am under any such obligation.” 

He was aware that he had united many parties against him—those 
who were in favour of a Property-tax, those who wished for the repeal 
of the Malt and the House and Window Taxes, and those who 
thought that there ought to be a larger reduction of taxation—without 
any substitute whatever. He had perhaps acted imprudently in uniting 
so many parties against him ; but if a majority should unite in voting 
against him to-night, it would be clear that the House disapproved 
of his financial policy, and he could no longer remain Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. He did not think the House and Window Tax, 
although so very unpopular, was after all so objectionable as it 
was represented tobe. As to the expense of collecting it, it was the 
the lowest of all except that of the Stamps. 

‘I may now be allowed to make some observations (and indeed it would be 
wrong if I were not to do so) with regard to the proposition for granting a 
certain degree of relief to shopkeepers which I brought forward on a former oc- 
casion. Two objections have been made to this mode of proceeding. The first is, 
that the relief will be but trifling ; the second is, that it will operate as a relief 
only to the larger shopkeepers, and will be of no benefit whatever to the smaller. 
I have considered these objections, and I think, that the latter has considerable 
force. I think that the objection may be obviated, with respect to the windows, 
by not deducting three or any particular number of windows which the shop 
may have; but by enacting, that in all houses having shops attached to them, 
one half of the duty shall be taken off. That is simpler than my original plan, and 
will be less difficult to carry into effect; and it will relieve the large and the 
small shopkeepers in equal proportions, without a much greater sacrifice of 
revenue than I at first estimated.” 

He repeated his great regret at appealing again to the House ona 
point on which it had already come toa vote; but he thought that he 
was not justified, under all the circumstances, in_taking that vote as 
the final expression of the opinion of the House. He therefore moved 
the following amendment. 

«¢ That the deficiency in the revenue, which would be occasioned by a reduction 
of the tax on Malt to 10s. the quarter, and by the repeal of the tax on Houses 
and Windows, could only be supplied by the substitution of a general tax upom 
Property and Income, and an extensive change in our whole financial system, 
which would at present be inexpedient.” 

Mr. Hume said, that no one was more anxious than himself to keep 
faith with the public creditor, and he would propose nothing having a 
contrary tendency. It had been taken for granted, that if the Malt 
and House and Window taxes were repealed, recourse must be had to 
a Property-tax, which was designated as unpopular and inquisitorial. 
He believed that it was more unpopular among the higher than the 
lower classes of society, and it was not more inquisitorial than the 
Window-tax. The House was called upon to repeal the House and 
Window tax, which yielded 2,500,0002, and to reduce the Malt- 
duty by 2,400,000—together 4,900,000/.; but he was certain that 
the increase in the consumption of Malt would diminish the de- 
ficiency which} the reduction of the duty would occasion, by at least 
a million, thus leaving a deficiency of 3,900,0001. only. | He went into 
some calculations to prove that a considerably increased eonsumption 
had uniformly followed the diminution of duty on malt, tea, and spirits. 
He had no doubt that the deficiency which would actually occur might 
in a great measure be made up by reducing the Civil List expenditure, 
and the cost of our Military Establishments, especially in Canada. He 
would then lay on a Stamp-tax on the descent of real property, which 
should yield about two millions, and the account would stand thus. 
The deficiency, as he had stated, would be 3,900,000/. ; Lord Althorp 
had a surplus of 500,000/. ; to which was to be added the 100,000/. for 
the Window-duty, which Lord Althorp himself proposed to take off ; 
that would leave 3,500,000/; the tax on real property, according to Mr. 
Hume's proposition, would yield two millions, leaving only 1,300,0002. 
to be provided for by savings out of an expenditure of twenty-two 
millions. This saving might easily be effected. He would say to the 
Ministers, as they had said to the Last India Directors, who complained 
that they could not carry on the government of India without money 
—‘* We will cut off your supplies, and force you to be economical.’ 
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Mr. G. Hrarucore was very desirous to repeal the Malt-duty, 
although he did not think that home-brewing among the middle classes 
would be much increased by it. But then, when he considered that 
the imposition of a Property-tax would be the consequence of a repeal 
of that duty, he could“not bring himself to vote for it. As the repre- 
sentative of an agricultural district, he was utterly opposed to the 
repeal of the Assessed Taxes. There were 106,000 farm-houses in 
England wholly exempt from them: why then should he vote for the 
repeal, and consent to give up a tax to which his constituents contributed 
scarcely any thing ? 

Sir Joun Wrorrestey reminded the House of the extreme dis- 
satisfaction caused by the last Income-tax ; and went into some long 
calculations to show that the different properties upon which it would 
be imposed, would not yield by any means so much now as they did 
when it was last in operation. He contended that this impost, which 
formerly yielded nine, would not at present produce more than six 
millions, 

Mr. Rostnson said, that Lord Althorp had put the question upon a 
fair and manly footing. 

But then, there were so many things mixed yp with that matter. First of 
all, the House were called on to consider the expediency of rescinding the vote 
of the other night in a fuller House; then the House were called on to affirm or 
reject the proposition of Sir John Key. Thirdly, the Members were called 
on to do this with all the horrors of a Property-tax in full prospect; and 
fourthly, Lord Althorp had mixed up with all these other matters an intima- 
tion—he would not call it a threat—of resignation. Now, he must say that he 
did not like this part of the proceeding : for Lord Althorp knew very well that, 
in making such an intimation, he made an appeal to the members likely to in- 
fluence the judgment of many of them. Still, however, he could not blame 
him for doing it; all he regretted was, that he should have thought it neces- 
sary. 

His own opinion with regard toa Property-tax was well known. The 
people generally called for it; and he should be willing to extend the 
vote of Friday last to the total abolition of the Malt-duty, to give up 
the Hop-duty, the House and Window tax, and to provide for the de- 
ficiency in the revenue by a Property-tax. 

Mr. Benetr considered the vote of Friday night as the first fruits 
of the Reform Bill. The House had passed a vote against the most 
popular Administration that had ever existed, and this proved their in- 
dependence. He regretted his utter inability to vote with Ministers ; 
and although he should consider Lord Althorp’s retirement from office 
a great misfortune, still, let the consequence be what it would, he 
could not vote with him on this occasion. He thought that a Pro- 
perty-tax might be adopted; but at any rate, the deficiency occasioned 
by the reduction of the Malt-duty might be made good by a tax on 
beer. 

Mr. Consert began by remarking on the stress which some mem- 
bers laid on the authority of Mr. Ricardo and Mr. Huskisson; and 
reminded the House that they had both of them misled the House and 
the country respecting the consequences of Peel’s Bill. Moreover, 
the Whigs all wished the Bank to resume cash payments within two 

ears from 1811; although every body now saw that it would have 
aly utter madness to do so; and Mr. Huskisson was the Coryphzus 
of that band of blunderers. With respect to the vote of Friday night, 
it could not fairly be called a surprise—the notice of the motion was 
three months old, and the discussion was deliberate. There were 
only two opinions on one side as to the repeal—whether the tax should 
be wholly or only half repealed; and the only reply made by Ministers 
was, that they could not spare the money. He thought it of more con- 
sequence to learn whether or not the People could spare it. He agreed 
with Lord Althorp in what he had said respecting the old Income-tax ; 
which was the most unjust and the foulest tax ever levied, and if re- 
imposed in its old form, it could not be collected for half a year. But 
Lord Althorp had said, you cannot exempt one class of persons from 
taxation and not another, and that a man ought to pay taxes according 
to the amount of his property and the protection it required. He 
agreed with this proposition in every vein of his body. 

‘© This position may be disputed by’ some, and very likely it will be met 
by my right honourable opponent (Mr. S. Rice). I am pledged to show, and 
I will do it on the proper occasion, that millions oP ga were collected from per- 
sons possessing not me but personal property, while real property escapes from 
the payment of a single farthing. I am pledged to show a great deal more than 
that to be sure. ( Cheers and laughter.) Ministers have always promised a great 
pag the people: they have dealt in speeches which remind me of a line of 
Swift 


‘Fine words! I wonder where you stole ’em.’ 
I am sure they are not to be found in the 55th of George the Third, nor in the 
107th chapter of the 8d of George the Fourth, both relating to stamps, and only 
differing as the one is more profligate than the other. Under those statutes, a 
man having an estate of 200,000/. value, pays no more for stamps than a man 
who has a piece of land of only 2002. value.” 

He remarked upon the vexatious operation of the Assessed Taxes. 
He had paid a tax for two years for a _shopman, although he only kept 
a shopwoman; and when he lived at Barn Elms, he was charged with 
a tax for a bailiff, which he would not pay, and therefore received God 
only knew how many letters from a Mr. Bates, he thought his name 
was—(“ Question /”)—He maintained that he was speaking to the 
question, which was the repeal of the Assessed Taxes, whose inquisi- 
torial and vexatious character he was exposing. He never did and he 
never would pay that bailiff-tax. The great cause of the French Revo- 
lution was the unequal assessment of taxes—not the weight, but the 
unequal assessment of taxation. The Government in reply to applica- 
tions for the taking off taxes, always said, ‘‘ We want the money, we can- 
not do without it.” But when it was recollected that the establishments, 
which at the end of the last peace cost only 4,200,0001., now cost 
14,000,000/., there was no occasion to go Into particulars to prove that 
the money was not actually wanted for the service of the country. 

Mr. Spninc Rice said, that there would be much less inconsistency 
in rescinding the resolution of Friday, then in adopting the principle 
of a Property-tax, which they had formally decided against by a ma- 
jority of 220'to 125. Lord Althorp had stated that it would be much 

etter to repeal the whole than the half of the Malt-duty ; and that, in 
common justice, the House and Window tax must be given up to the 
towns if the Malt-duty was given up to the country. Now they both 
together yielded a revenue of 6,800,000/, Asthe Government could not 





go on if its means were to be so materially diminished, a substitute of 
course must be provided ; and the only substitute proposed was a Pro- 
ago He was certain, however, that this tax would not be borne 
by the people, and that to attempt its reimposition would be in a high 
degree impolitic. He went into a statement of some length to prove 
that the operation of the House and Window tax was by no means so 
unfair as had been represented. The repeal of the tax would be no 
relief tothe poor. There were no fewer than 2,468,708 houses in 
Great Britain exempt entirely from it. He said that the valuation of 
the town houses of the Aristocracy was overlooked by those who dwelt 
so much on the low rate at which the country houses were assessed. 
He would trouble the house with a short list. 





Devonshire House....... £2,500 | Apsley House..........-.005 £1,830 
Northumberland House... 1,500 | Mr. Baring’s House in Picca- 
Stafford House........... 3,900 eR es eee ee ee ae 1,320 
Hertford House.......... 1,500 | Norfolk House ......+..+:.. 1,000 
Chesterfield House ....... 2,000 | Burlington House .......... 1,300 
Lansdown House......... 1,650 


He concluded by calling upon them not to join in a disagraceful 
scramble for out-of-door popularity, but to consider the best means of 
honestly relieving the country from its burdens. 

Pe areanay Woop expressed his opinion strongly against a Property- 

Mr. Serjeant Spank1e was also strongly opposed to a Property-tax ; 
and although he was prepared to vote for the repeal of the House and 
Window taxes, he thought it little short of insanity to substitute a Pro- 
perty-tax for them. 

Sir Joun Tyrrett would vote against Sir John Key’s motion, 
although he did not like Lord Althorp’s amendment. 

Sir Roxsert Peet thought it far better to rescind the vote of Friday, 
than to persevere in it, if it were unwise. Considering the present 
financial state of the country, he could not consent to the repeal of so 
large an amount of taxes as was proposed. The only alternative would 
be a Property-tax, and if there was a Property-tax there must also be 
an Income-tax, for it would be establishing a principle of spoliation to 
tax property and spare income. He should certainly vote for Lord 
Althorp’s amendment. 

Mr. O’ConneELt said, that Sir Robert Peel thought only of one 
class of public creditors—those who had money in the Funds ; but he 
forgot that more numerous class of public creditors to whom the House 
owed free institutions. 

The House owed it to the people to relieve them from some of their burdens 
—to remit a large part of the taxation. Sir Robert Peel said that they could 
not reduce the taxation, because the Army was voted, and the Navy was voted. 
He said—rescind those votes. Was the House to rescind no other votes than 
those which were favourable to the people ? 

lt was said that if a Property-tax was imposed, it would be extended 
to Ireland. This was said to catch the Irish members: but would 
they be so unjust as to take off a tax from England a tax which Ire- 
land did not pay, and impose a general tax which she did pay ? 

Sir SamveL WHALLEY moved an adjournment; but this was opposed 
by Lord Atruorp, who said it was absolutely necessary to close the 
debate at that sitting. Sir S. Wuatiery then argued at considerable 
length in favour of' Sir John Key’s motion; and insisted upon the ini- 
quitous operation of the House and Window taxes upon the middle 
classes of the Metropolis. 

Sir Francis Burperr had at first determined to support Sir John 
Key’s motion ; but the question, he said, had assumed a different shape 
from that which it bore when it was merely one of the continuance or 
repeal of the House and Window tax.. The existence of the Ministry 
and the imposition of a Property-tax were now involved in it. 

Under such circumstances, feeling not only that gratitude to them which the 
Member for Marylebone had expressed for passing the Reform Bill, but also 
thinking that, independent of that, they were the honestest Administration that 
we ever had, unswayed as they were by private motives, and solely desirous to 
promote the good of the country, it was his opinion that every honest man was 
called upon to give them his support. He did not see how they could supply 
their places. 

Lord Sanpon, under all the circumstances of the case, thought it 
his duty to vote with Ministers. 

Mr. D.W. Harvey said, Sir Robert Peel had remarked that at this 
late period of the session it would be inexpedient to resort to a Pro- 
perty-tax, 

Now, he would say, that, for all practical purposes, they were in the very 
infancy of the session. What had Parliament done during the present sitting, 
so far as the public interest was concerned? The Government, from which 
they had been taught to expect so much, had, it appeared, gone to the full mea- 
sure of relief. It was evident that, with respect to the Malt-tax, the House 
and Window tax, or any other tax, it was not interded to take such a view of 
the situation of the people as would lead tu any solid and substantial reduction. 

Lord Joun RussEtt, Dr. Lusuinecron, and Mr. W. Broucuam, 
would all vote for Lord Althorp’s amendment, and against the repeal 
of the House and Window tax. 

Mr. Tennyson spoke strongly in favour of Sir John Key’s motion ; 
and expressed his surprise that Sir Francis Burdett, who was in favour 
of a Property-tax, and pledged to support the repeal of the Assessed 
Taxes, should notwithstanding vote against it. 

The House decided: for Sir John Key’s motion, 157; against it, 
355; Lord Althorp’s majority, 198. 

Sir W. Incisy then moved that all the words in Lord Althorp’s 
resolution relative to the duty on malt be struck out. The House 
divided on this: for Sir W. Ingilby’s amendment, 131; agains¢ it, 
285; Lord Althorp’s majority, 154. 

Sir W. Incizy then moved for leave to bring in a bill founded upon 
the resolution which was passed by the House on Friday last. A 
third division took place on this question: for it, 76; against it, 238 ; 
Lord Althorp’s majority, 162. 

The House adjourned at four o’clock on Wednesday morning. 


3. Poor-Laws 1n IneLanp. Mr. Ricuarps, on Thursday, moved 
the following resolution. 

‘“‘ That-it is the opinion of this House, that the establishment of a provision 
for the Poor of Ireland, on the principle of the act of the 43d of Elizabeth, with 
such alterations and improvements as time and circumstances may require, 18 


¢ and necessary to the interests of the United Kingdom, 
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He brought forward the subject of Irish Poor-laws, because the 
Government, with whom it ought to have originated, had declined doirg 
so.. The condition of the poorer classes in Ireland was described in 
the Report of the Select Committee appointed in 1830 to inquire into 
the subject. It was stated in that report, that one fifth of the popula- 
tion were destitute of employment, and that their cabins were the abodes 
of misery and disease, which it was hardly possible to exaggerate. He 
thought that the introduction of Poor-laws would go far to remedy 
this state of suffering. 





Ireland was just now in the situation England was in the period immediately | 


preceding th: enactment of the Poor-laws, and would continue so till the same 
just and wise policy was pursued towards her. The working classes of Ircland 
were uncertain of the means of existence. They were as 4 muss without em- 
ployment—without the certainty of food— almost without hope. Was it to be 
wondered at that they were the ready tools and victims of the trader in sedition, 
the sordid agitator ? ( Cheers, in which Mr. O° Connell joined. ) 

The state of Scotland, which had been so often referred to as furnish- 
ing an argument against Poor-laws, on the contrary, told in favour of 
them. Previously to 1698, when Poor-laws were established, there 
was but little safety for life or property in that country. Subsequently, 
the country was admitted, even by Dr, Chalmers, to be peaceful and 
flourishing. Voluntary contributions were quite inadequate to the 
wants of the Irish poor: this was proved to be the case, by the evidence 
in the Reports of the Poor-laws Committees. 

After fifteen years’ laborious and unceasing efforts, the Mendicity Society of 
Dublin had come to the resolution to petition the Legislature to institute a com- 
pulsory provision for the poor of Ireland, as all merely voluntary had been tried 
and found insufficient. He therefore called upon that House to make the com- 
pulsory provision. He did not ask it of them in the mere tone of humanity, 
but of justice and sound policy. 

Mr. James Gratran seconded the resolution. He declared that 
it was in vain to expect tranquillity in Ireland, as long as the present 
system was continued. A starving man was necessarily a savage. 

Lord Atruorp said, the question before the House was one of the 
very greatest importance; and he certainly thought, that, considering 
the evils arising from the English system of Poor-laws, a resolution 
ought not to have been proposed declaring, that that system should be 
extended to Ireland, without explaining in what way those evils were 
to be avoided in the latter country. He hoped that the House would 
not be influenced by the argument that the introduction of Poor-laws 
into Ireland would lessen the influx of paupers into this country. It 
would be unworthy of the English members to listen to any proposal 
which would not be beneficial to Ireland, merely because it was benefi- 
cial to England. 

Mr. Richards had given a very extraordinary description of the effect of the 
Poor-Jaws in this country when he said that they separated the virtuous from 
the dissolute, and the idle from the industrious. He was sorry to say that his 
experience of the Poor Jaws in England led him to quite an opposite conclusion. 
However, he was perfectly satisfied that much of the evil which was complained 
of as arising from the Poor-laws depended upon their maladministration. 
This, of course, would be obviated by a better administration of them ; but, 
certainly, he was satisfied that as the laws were at present administered they 
took away all inducement to industry, and placed the idle and the industrious 
on the same footing. 

It would be necessary to inquire what probability there was of avoid- 
ing the abuses connected with the administration of the laws in Eng- 
land, previously to their being extended to Ireland. He had thought 
much upon the subject, and entertained great doubts whether the intro- 
duction of the English system would be beneficial to Ireland. He 
thought, however, that the subject ought to be fully inquired into; 
and therefore he would move, as an amendment to Mr. Richards’s 
motion, 

“« That an humble address be presented to his Majesty,praying that he would 
be graciously pleased to give directions that a commission do issue, to inquire 
into the condition of the poorer classes of his Majesty’s subjects in Ireland, and 
into the various institutions at present established by law for their relief.” 

Mr. O’ConneELt wished to be permitted to second the amendment. 
He approved of the view of the case which Lord Althorp had taken. 
Deliberate inquiry was necessary before Ireland was plunged into all 
the horrors of the English Poor-laws. 

The distress of the Irish peasantry had not been exaggerated. It 
would soon, however, be augmented ; for, under the coercive measure 
lately passed by the House, more notices to quit had been served upon 
tenants between the 25th of March and the Ist of May than had been 
known in Ireland for the last fifteen or twenty years. “There was not 
a single demand upon the peasantry which the landlords would net en- 
force under the Coercive Bill. 

The peace and prosperity of Scotland was not owing to the Poor- 
laws, but to the removal of all causes for religious discord. An end 
was put to the persecution of the Episcopalians—it was liberty of 
conscience, not a Poor-law that gave peace to Scotland. The opera- 
tion of the English Poor-law system was terrible. 

It was, as the House well knew, in some parts of the country, an extremely 
good speculation for a man to marry a woman who had had two bastards. Good 
God! could he then be speaking of Englishmen! He did not for a moment 
mean to insinuate that Englishmen did not naturally entertain as just a sense of 
personal propriety and domestic honour as other men; but, merciful Heaven ! 
how they must have been degraded and demoralized by the Poor-laws, before 
they could have sunk to such a depth below the moral dignity of other nations, 
as thus to speculate for subsistence upon a double prostitution, and live upon the 
produce of their wife’s dishonour ! 

He implored the House, whatever restrictions they might impose 
upon Irish freedom, not to destroy the sense of personal independence 
which still remained in that country, by the demoralizing influence of 
Poor-laws. 

Mr. D. W. Harvey regretted that Mr. O'Connell should use his 
vast influence in Ireland in opposing the only means of affording 
effectual relief to the peasantry of his native country. He was de- 
cidedly of opinion, that Ireland at present was in a most favourable 
condition for the establishment of a good system of Poor-laws. 

Mr. SLaney trusted, that whatever provision might be made for 
the Irish poor, it would not include the able-bodied. He highly ap- 
proved of the Ministerial proposition for the appointment of a Com- 
mission to inquire into the subject. 


Mr. H. Grarran, Mr. C. Fercusson, Lord AcuEson, Lord San- 





pon, Mr. Cray, and Mr. Barron, were in favour of a modified system 
of Poor-laws for Ireland. 

Mr. Hume, Mr. Suaw, and Colonel Conotty, opposed it. The 
latter said that there was no machinery in Ireland to carry the Poor. 
laws into effect. 

Mr. Estcourt said, that Lord Althorp’s amendment did not go far 
cnough, and was intended to give the go-by to the question. But he 
would agree to it, if he would add some such words as these : 

“ And to report whether it is expedient to have any and what sums of money, 
to provide for the support of the lame, the blind, and the impotent, and those 
who are not able to work.” 

Lord Auruorr denied that he intended to give the go-by to the 
question. He objected to give the Commission the powers which Mr. 
HM steourt proposed. 

Mr. Ricnarps replied. He was astonished to find Mr. O’ Connell 
among the opponents to his measure. 

He held a paper in his hand, containing a report of the proceedings of a 
meeting held in Dublin a few years ago on this very subject of the application of 
a system of Poor-laws to Ireland. At that meeting Lord Cloncurry presided ; 
and the meeting was addressed, amongst others, by a Mr. O’Connell, he did not 
know whether it was the same honourable and learned gentleman {who was 
now opposed to his motion. That Mr. O'Connell declared that he was in 
favour of a system of Poor-laws for Ireland. He said that the poor must be sup- 
ported either by voluntary contributions or by the Government, and that it was 
the first duty of a well-regulated Government, to provide for the poor. That 
Mr. O'Connell went on to say that he would have a well-regulated system of 
Poor-laws for Ireland; and he thought that such a system was necessary, parti- 
cularly in the then circumstances of Ireland. In the conclusion of that speech, 
the Mr. O’Connell whom he quoted apologized for having detained the meeting 
so long; but, as a convert to the opinion which he then entertained, he came to 
the question with all the fervour of arenegado. [Loud cheers and langhter ; 
which were renewed when Mr. Richards threw down the paper from 
which he quoted, with much vehemence on the table.| He did not know— 
supposing that it was the same Mr. O’Connell who had made that speech, and 
who had to-night opposed it—he did not know which opinion he should prefer— 
whether he should have the opinion of the renegado of that day from a former 
opinion, or the renegado of the present from that opinion. He supposed he 
must let the one neutralize the other, and come to the conclusion that both 
were worth nothing. 

He concluded by expressing his hopes, that Lord Althorp would 
select men for his Commission, not from among the political econo- 
mists, but from among those who would collect and report facts with- 
out prejudice. 

Sir Rozerr Peer recommended that the Commission should extend 
their inquiries into the systems prevailing in foreign countries for pro- 
viding for the poor. 

The original motion was then negatived, and Lord Althorp’s amend- 
ment adopted. 

The House adjourned at half-past two. 


4. Corn Laws. Earl Frezwituiam, on Tuesday, laid the follow- 
ing resolutions on the table; saying he would call the attention of the 
House to them on Tuesday next. Earl Grey regretted very much 
that Earl Fitzwilliam had brought forward the subject at that particular 
time. He wished him at any rate to defer the consideration of his re- 
solutions to ‘Tuesday fortnight. This was agreed to, and the resolu- 
tions were laid on the table. 

1. Resolved,—That it appears to this House that the weekly average price of wheat, 
as fixed subsequent to the passing of the 9 George IV.c. 60, was on the following days, 
ViZ.— 





Per Quarter. Per Quarter, 

s. d. & ds 

18238.—July 11......... oes @ 7 183]1.—Jan. 7 ....cccce..s. 68 3 
WG Bi cssciccssn. BV April l........ oovce Te 4 
1629.— Jats Bi. osc tesce ao wh PEEL ov eciese estes 66 7 
April3 ....... fies Ve Odke T cconcces ccose Gl O 
July3... ° - 6 2 1832.—Jan.6....... cossee @ I 

Oct. 2..... @ove 60 0 April © ....-ccecee. 59 6 
1830.—Jan. 1 ....... Paxinas 55 5 July 6.. ecccsee G3 B 
April’. ..6..4. coven Ge Oct.B 12... eadvbieaw 54 7 

GUY'S ove ccvee ee «» 68 6 an. 52 6 

i a ee oceans 62 0 53 10 





And that onthe 19th of September, 1828, the average was fixed at 58s. 6d.; and again, 
on the 24th of October, 1828, at 76s.; that on the Sth of June, 1829, it was fixed at 
Tis. 5d.; andagain, on the 30th of October, 1+29, at 55s. 4d.; that on the 6th of Au- 
gust, 1830, it was fixed at 74s. lld.; and on the 17th of September, 1830, at 60s, 2d. ; 
and, further, that the highest average under the provisions ofthe said Act 76s. Jd. 
as fixed on the 14th of November, 1528; and that the lowest average was 5ls, 3d., as 
fixed on the 19th of October, 132. 

2. That it further appears to this House, from the returns of his Majesty’s Consuls 
abroad, that the mean prices of wheat, at the following times and places were :— 














Dantzic. Hamburg. Leghorn, Philadelphia, 

s. da. & &@ ¥.4 s. d. 
July, 1818 ......... 24 3 coon 23 messes BD Tce 9 9 
October, 1828 ...... TS. &  sccsie GD cssves 44 9 . 37 2 
January, 1829,..... 53 2 +s i aw meer ce . 61 0 ‘ 93 0 
April, 1629......:-. 49 2 ...... 4611 ...... 52 4 51 0 
Joly, 1X... ev cees 3B DO ..oee Bll .. 47 10> veces 42 6 
October, 1829 .... BB UL vescae SRG. weces. BT cocs - 3b 0 
January, 1830.... BD BD asecce BL BD wsoeee BD LL once 36-0 
April, 1830......... 33 9 seee, Ge OD ce | a ere 6 0 
Fits My IPPs 4B B ncccee BH DB wore BO 4 wee... BR Y 
October, 1830 ...... BD WO ccoce 38 7 . 41 5 7 33 10 
Jinuary, 1831..... a He D. sence 2H we 47 4 38 1} 
Avril, (831...0..... 48 7... 49 0 Vo... 43 1... 47 3 
July, 1831 ..... eee GBT cvcsee OF GE -- 48 2 ° 34 0 
October, 1831 .....- 41 1 ...... 45 0 -- 45 3 ae ae 
January, 1832..... « 42:4 ,...06, 3710 ...... 4L D9 eee 35 3 
April, 1832 ........ 868 3 ...... 3710 . 43 8. ° 33 .%4 
July, 1832 ......... 48°G ... 39 3 P Se SF ese 10 10 
October, 1832...... 30 7 ...... 28 4 ... 39 5 ..eeee 36 7 
December, 1832 .... 29 0 ...... 299 3 .. SH Qaicwn BF 


3. That it further appears to this House, from the returns of his Majesty’s Consuls 
abroad, that the mean prices of wheat at the following times and places were— 





Amsterdam. Rotterdam. Antwerp. Havre. Marscilles. 

a 6h Ss. 4 S. wh s. d. s. a. 
JAlY, 1BGS ..weccsesee BOD 1.5 BS S se 346... 50 Bd wo. 52 0 
October, 1898 ........ 41 1 ... 54 0 «ee 4710 ... 5610 ... 60 2 
January, 1829........ 55 0 ... 0 0... 5810 - 58 0... 68 9 
April, 1s29........... 45 8 ... 50 5 ... 55 8 ... 6110 ... 59 G 
JOY, AEP cnctees. BU oc. BY oo Bl . © 6 .. Be 
Sept. or October, 1829, 43 2 ... 41 9 ... BL 4... 51 B «.. 58 6 
January, 1830...... ee cl eee ae eee OR ree «Oe | 
April, 1830........... 36.0 ... 36 0 ... 40 0 ... 45 8 «.. 61 5 
July, 1830..........6 4110 ... 48 2... 4310 ... 47 1 ..6 B 
October, 1830 ........ 46 9 ... 48 0 ... 5l 5 BO... 810 
January, )831.. ee eee cn BE os HT Bes 52 ll 
April, 1881.........06 47 3 so» 57 9 «. 529 4. 49 0 ... BB 
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July, 1831 ..... 
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B2e. see 


50 
54 
49 
. 52 
eee oe ooo 52 
re 7 eee es. 51 5 10 
December, 1832 i¥ «co 40 4 «1. 46 wee cage 6 
4, That it further appears to this House that the total quantity of foreign wheat’en- 
tered for home consumption under the provisions of the 91!) George IV, cap. 69 to the 
5th of April, 1833, has been 4,795,746 quarters and 1 bushel; and that the total amount 
of duty paid thereon has been 1,604,190/. 10s. 10d., and that the average rate of such 
dnty is 6s. 84d, per quarter or thereabouts, That of the aforesaid total quantities were 
imported— 


In 1829 ..,... 
1830 ...... 


. 
. 
see 
. 


QAaALROA> 


Quarters, 


1,260,633 


Bush. 


per Quarter. 
at an average rate cf duty of 


Ol, 9s. 4dy 
w~ O° CCT 
3 — 049 
7 Lb 3 
5. That of the total quautity of 4,759,744 quarters 1 bushel, so entered for home con- 
sumption, under the provisions of the 9th of George IV. cap 60, there were admitted— 
Quarters. Bush. 


La 
1,571,311 5 atadutyof 1 
2 2 








d. 

0 per quarter, 
ditto, 

8 ditto. 

8 ditto. 


564,437 6 

508,217 10 
viz. 3,892,653 10 8 ditto, or under. 

903,092 13 8 ditto, or upwards. 

6. That it therefore appears the supply of foreign wheat afforded to the people of 
Great Britain, under the provisions of the 9th Geo. IV. cap. 60, has been at the rate of 
1,008,860 quarters per annum, or thereabouts; and that the revenue derived therefrom 
has been at the rate of 337,479. per annum, or thereabouts. 

7. That nothing is more injurious to those classes of the community which are en- 
gaged in the cultivation of the soil, than great and rapid fluctuations in the value of 
the commodities. 

8. That such fluctuations cannot altogether be prevented in the price of an article 
whose production is necessarily affected by the variations of the seasons; but that it 
does not appear to that House that the existing regulations for the trade in forei 
have succeeded in diminishing those fluctuations; but on the contrary, t! 
tendency to aggravate them, by placing occasional and unnecessary obstaci 
way of a free trade in corn with foreign countries. 

9..That any disparity between the price of provisions in one country and another 
has a tendency to give comparative encouragement to the industry of that country in 
which the subsistence of man is obtained at the lower rate, and to impose difliculties 
upon that of the country in which it is obtained at the higher rate. 

10, That the price of wheat in Great Britain stands generally at a higher level than 
in the other countries of Europe, whose inhabitants are engaged in similar pursuits 
with those of the British Empire. 

11. That such higher price is in a great measure to be ascribed to the{laws which 
regulate the trade in foreign corn. 

2, That the varying scale of duties imposed by the said laws operates frequently as 
a prohibition upon the import of foreign grain, and consequently upon the export of 
British commodities, 
_ 13. That, therefore, the manifest effects of the corn-laws are to leave the agricultural 
interest exposed to all the difliculties which arise from frequent and sudden fluctuations 
in price—to discourage the export, and consequently productions of British commodi- 
ties—to increase the cost of cultivating the soil and of producing the manufactures of 
the United Kingdom—to render the industry of the nation less capable of competing 
with that of other nations—and to make the people less competent to support the seve- 
ral burdens which the various exigencies of the State have imposed upon them. 

14. That, therefore, it is expedient to revise the said laws and to place them upon a 
footing more consistent with justice, and more conducive to the welfare of the most 
important interests of the country. 


have a 
sin the 


5. Stamp anp Auction Duty. Mr. Cossert, on Friday, brought 
forward a string of resolutions respecting the unequal pressure of the 
Stamp and Appraisement duties on the different classes in this 
country. He contended at great length, that the wealthy really escaped 
from the payment of any thing approaching to a fair tax on the descent 
and transfer of property; that this was*proved by the Legacy-d 
by the duties on Conveyances, Mortgages, Annuity-deeds, P: 
notes, Receipts, and Appraisemeénts,—all of them levied on a sea 
which diminished in amount as tle property became more valuable. 
This was the way, he said, in which the rich were unvariably favoured 
at the expense of the poor, on whom a double or treble amount of taxa- 
tion was imposed. However, he would not refer to old grievances, but 
hoped that tardy justice would now be done. He concluded by moving 
his first resolution,—to the effect, that an impost which pressed un- 
equally upon different classes of men, was not a tax, but a confiscation ; 
and that the law which imposed it was virtually a penal law. 

Mr. Sprine Rice allowed, without hesitation, that the Stamp Acts 
required amendment ; and reminded Mr. Cobbett that Lord Althorp 
had given notice of his intention to bringin a bill for their amelioration. 
He thought that Mr. Cobbett would have acted more wisely if he had 
waited for the Ministerial proposition, and have addressed himself 
closely and fairly to it. He charged Mr. Cobbett with haying taken all 
his statements from Dunn’s Law and: Daily Commercial Advertiser : 
Dunn and he were identical—he had made Dunn his own. But then 
the book was filled with the grossest calumnies, and the most daring 
misrepresentations. He called the attention of the House to the fact, 
that while real estate was subject to heavy expenses upon every transfer, 
personal property might be transferred at a very trifling cost ; that Pro- 
bates under 20/. were exempt from all duty; and that the duties on 
Leases, Annuity-deeds and Mortgages, fell almost exclusively upon 
people of property. He referred to the sums paid on the grants of 
titles, on the duties on presentations and advowsons of livings. He 
concluded by giving a strong denial to the assertion of Mr. Cobbett, 
that it had been the policy of the House and of the higher classes to 
oppress the poor and humble ; and passed a high eulogium on the vir- 
tues and patriotism of the English hereditary nobility. ( Cheers.) 

Mr. Hume remarked, that Mr. Rice's eulogy on the Peerage might 
be cheered within the walls of the House, but it would not be cheered 
out of them. He thought that Mr. Cobbett had made out his case, 
that in the legislation of this country a disposition had been shown to 
load the poor and relieve the rich. “Mr. Rice had treated the subject 
with ribaldry and levity, but had completely failed in argument. He 
would vote for the resolution of Mr. Cobbett, for its substance was 
borne out by facts. 

Mr. M. Arrwoon, Lord Attnorr, and Mr. Warre opposed, and 
Mr. O’Connett defended the resolutions. 

The House divided: for the resolutions, 26; against them, 250. 
Ministerial majority, 224. 


6. Repeat or Taxes on Carirat anp Lazoun. Colonel Tor- 
RENS, on Thursday, moved the repeal of those taxes which lower the 
profits of capital and the wages of labour. He was aware that the 
patience of the House had been wearied lately with discussions on the 
subject of a Property-tax; but as it had been misunderstood, he would 
endeavour briefly to explain its actual operation, and answer the objec- 





tions which had been urged against it. He then proceeded to explain 
the difference between fixed and floating capital, and the laws which 
regulated the revenue derived from them ; and maintained, that, accord- 
ing to his view of the subject, all objections to a tax upon fixed pro- 
perty fell to the ground. He concluded by apologizing to the House 
for calling their attention to so dry and uninteresting a subject, and by 
stating that he would not press his motion to a division. Mr. Max- 
WELL supported the motion. It was opposed by Mr. Coxnsert ‘and 
Lord Atruorp, and negatived without a division. 


7. CommitTEEsS or Inquiry. Lord Attuorp, on Friday, moved 
that “a Select Committee be appointed to inquire into the state of 
Agriculture, and of the persons employed in agriculture, in the United 
Kingdom.” He also moved fora Select Committee ‘‘to inquire into 
the present state of the Manufacturing, Commercial, and Shipping 
interests.” He stated, that he did not anticipate much benefit from the 
appointment of these Committees; but there had been since the com- 
mencement of the session a great desire expressed for an inquiry into 
the distress of the country; and he acceded to it in the belief that at 
least great benefit would arise from the fact being established that little 
practical relief would result from such inquiry. 

The Committees were then appointed. 


8. Orpnance Estimates. The House, on Monday, having re- 
solved itself into a Committee of Supply, 

Colonel Maserty proposed the Ordnance Estimates. In 1792, the 
Estimates amounted to 1,500,000/. ; in 1830, to 1,800,700. ; in 183], to 
1,714,000. ; in 1832, to 1,692,000/. ; and in 1833 and 1834, with the 
Supplemental Estimates, to 1,604,000/. Thus, a saving would be ef- 
fected to the amount of 88,000/. He then moved the first resolution, 
that a sum not exceeding 71,996. be granted for the Civil Establish- 
ments of the Tower, Pall Mall, and Dublin. 

Mr. Hume objected to the extravagant scale on which these estimates 
were always framed. He wished to simplify the system, and assimilate 
it some respects: to the more economical and efficient one adopted in 
France. 

Lord Atruorpr considered that the Estimates were as low as the 
public service could safely admit of. 

The vote was then agreed to. 

Several votes for the departments at Woolwich, stations in Ireland, 
and salaries of Barrackmasters, were passed. 

The next vote proposed was 277,156, for the charge of the Artillery. 
Mr. Hume moved as an amendment, that the number of men be re- 
duced from 6,000 to 4,000, and the amount of the§ vote to 184,7710. 
Upon this amendment the House divided: for it 31; against it, 140; 
Ministerial majority, 109. 

The other votes were then agreed to. 


9. Army Estimates. Mr. Etticr, on Friday, in a Committee 
of Supply, brought forward the Army Estimates; and briefly recapi- 
tulated the statements made by his predecessor, Sir John Hobhouse. 
The increase in the Army was from 6,000 to 7,000 men, stationed in 
Ireland and the Colonies; there was a decrease in the number of troops 
stationed in England. He moved that 3,168,216/. 14s. ld. be voted 
for defraying the charges of the Land Forces for the year ending 31st 
April 1834. : 

Mr. Hume complained of the unnecessary magnitude of the sum. 
Fle objected to a number of the items; particularly the charges for the 
Reeruiting service, the Depot at Chatham, and the expensive parapher- 
nalia of six Field-Marshals, seven Adjutants, six Paymasters, and 
the enormous Staff. He moved to reduce the vote by 279,0001. ; which 
would leave 2,888,772/., the amount that was found sufficient in 1822, 
1823, and 1824. 

Sir Henry Harvince said that the reduction proposed by Mr. 
Hume was quite preposterous. 

Sir Henry ParneE wt thought that the best way to reduce the Army, 
would be to adopt the Duke of Wellington’s plan, of not filling up the 
casualties; which average from 10,000 to 11,000 per annum. He said 
that the different departments of the Army accounts ought to be con- 
solidated. At present it was impossible for the House to understand 
them. 

Lord Atruorr approved of Sir Henry Parnell’s suggestion ; and if 
there was any opportunity of acting upon it during the present year, he 
would certainly lay hold of it. 

Major Breaucterx, Mr. Lennanp, and Mr. O’ ConyeELt, supported 
Mr. Hume’s amendment. It was opposed by Sir M. W. Rivtey, 
Sir Joun Byne, and Mr. HopceEs. 

The Committee divided; for Mr. Hume’s amendment, 
it, 238; Ministerial majority, 168. 

The original resolutions were then agreed to. 

10. PENSIONS. 
Committee, 

‘¢ To inquire into the state of the Garrisons at home and abroad; into every 
branch of their Pay and Emoluments, and also into the Pay and Emoluments 
of Vice-Admirals and Admirals, Generals and Colonels; and to report whether 
any diminution can be made in the same without detriment to the efficiency of 
the public service, or the just rewards of professional men.” 

The motion was agreed to, and a Committee appointed. 


11. Frencu Occupation or Atciers. The Earl of ABERDEEN, 
on Friday, moved for extracts from the correspondence of the Foreign 
Secretary with the French Government relative to the evacuation of 
Algiers. He took the opportunity of expressing his strong disappro- 
bation of the Foreign policy of Ministers. He had also stated his be- 
lief, that it would appear from the papers which he moved for, that the 
French Government had entered into engagements respecting the evacu- 
tion of Algiers, which they had not fulfilled.” he 

Earl Grey replied, that both the French and English Ministers 
were desirous of bringing this affair to an amicable issue. It was well 
known that a party in the French Legislature were urging the Ministry 
to retain Algiers; and if the British Government were jat the same 
time pressed to insist upon its evacuation, a disagreeable collision 
might ensue. He did not object to the production of the principal 
papers.moved for. 


70; against 


Lord Exsrincron moved, on Friday, for a Select 

















THE SPECTATOR. 395 





Lord AnrnpEEn made a few remaks ; and the conversation dropped. 


12. Irntsh Juries Birt, Lord MEtzourne, on Monday, moved 
that this bill should pass. The Earl of Loncrorp, Lord Carsery, 
and the Earl of Ropen, objected to the bill, as putting additional power 
into the hands of a class of persons who were already too strong for the 
law. Lord Cioncurry generally approved of the bill; although he 
objected to their amendments which gave so much power to the Shetiff 
—a person who, owing to political prejudices, was nine times out of ten 
unfit to exercise it. 

= a few remarks from Lord Metzourng, in reply, the bill was 
passed. 


13. Destor anp Creprtor in Scotianp. Mr. Jerrrry (the 
Lord Advocate) on Thursday obtained leave to bring in a bili “ for 
rendering the Payment of Creditors more certain and expeditious, and 
for the better Regulation of Mercantile Bankruptcies in that part of 
Great Britain called Scotland.” 


14. Giascow Lorrery Bitt. Sir Rozert Incriis, on Monday, 
asked Lord Althorp whether Ministers were aware that this bill had 
passed the House? Lord Atrnorr was not aware of it till it had 
passed. The word “lottery” did not occur init. Sir Roserr Pret 
said, the bill ought to be repealed. [A Member said, that the lottery had 
already been drawn.], Sir Robert than said, that the parties should be 
punished. 


15. DraMatic PerrorMances Brut. Mr. Bartnc, on Monday, 
presented a petition from the Committee of Management of Drury 
Lane and from the proprietors of Covent Garden Theatre, against Mr. 
Bulwer’s Bill for regulating dramatic performances. The petitioners 
said that the bill would not purify the stage, but on the contrary, 
greatly demoralize it. Mr. Baring thought that the House should take 
care how they invaded the patent rights of the large theatres, which 
were as sacred as any rights of Property. 

Mr. E. L. Butwenr said, that the Committee had come to the reso- 
lution that the patent rights of the two theatres ought to be withheld. 
There was in his bill a protection against licentiousness ; for all the 
theatres would be placed under surveillance of the Censor and the Lord 
Chamberlain. 


16. ADVERTISEMENT Duty. Mr. Sprine Rice, on Thursday, when 
the report of the bill repealing in part the duty on Advertisements was 
brought up, moved that it be recommitted, in order that a fixed duty of 
1s. 6d. for each insertion might be substituted for the graduated scale 
previously proposed. This was agreed to. 


17. Mr. MarsHati’s Statistics. Mr. Hume, on Monday, the 
House being in a Committee of Supply, moved that the sum of 2,625/. 
be paid to Mr. Marshall, for 1,250 copies of his Digest of Public Do- 
cuments since the year 1799. For twelve years previously to the ap- 
pointment of the Committee of Public Documents, Mr. Marshall, at 
a great expense, and with great labour, had been engaged in the compi- 
lation of the largest and most useful body of English statistics that had 
ever been collected in one publication. There was no chance of his 
being remunerated for his labours by the sale of his book; and as 
they were of great national benefit, he had no hesitation in making the 
motion above mentioned. 

Lord Atr orp would leave the House to decide as it thought fit a 
on this vote. He had himself agreed to pay Mr. Marshall a previous 
sum of 500/. ; a pretty good proof that he thought well of his work. 

The vote was opposed by Mr. Meruvurn and Mr. Acttonny ; and 
supported by Lord Joun Russett, Mr. Warsurton, Mr. SLaney, 
Mr. M. Arrwoop, and Mr. O’ConnELt. ; 

Lord Sanpon moved that 1,000/. should be the sum voted, instead of 
2,6251. The book would be mere waste paper to the great body of the 
members, except perhaps to about a hundred of them ; as they would 
exchange their copies with their booksellers for works more to their 
taste and edification. 

The House divided: for Lord Sandon’s motion, 75; against 117; 
majority, 42. 

Mr. O’ConneEtt moved that 1,500/. be granted ; which was rejected, 
in a division, by 116 to 78. 

Mr. Hume’s original motion for a grant of 2,625/. was then passed, 
by a majority of 106 to 88. 


18. Launceston Erection. Mr. C. Butter, on Monday, presented 
a petition from Launceston, complaining of the bribery and intimida- 
tion exercised at the last election; and stating, that the great expense 
of petitioning against the return was the only reason why they had not 
persevered in doing so. ‘They complained, that notwithstanding the 
passage of the Reform Bill, Launceston was still a nomination borough 
of the Duke of Northumberland. 

Sir Henry Harpince strenuously denied that corrupt practices had 
been used by his supporters at the late election. Want of money was 
not the true reason why the petition against his return had been aban- 
doned. Between 5002. and 600/. had been subscribed by various 
percons; among others, by Sir W. Molesworth’s agent, in order to 
unseat him. But the petitioners feared, and with good reason, that 
their petition would be declared frivolous and vexatious. He reminded 
the House, that there were other boroughs which the Reform Bill had 
left under aristocratic influence ; and mentioned Tavistock, Malton, 
Knaresborough, and Totness, as being quite as much so as Launceston. 

Sir W. Motrsworrn supported the prayer of the petition. There 
was muuch intimidation and undue influence exercised at Launceston ; 
and the chief cause, the arch criminal, was the Duke of Northum- 
berland. 

Sir Henry Harpince—“ It is false: (“ Order, order !”) If the 
honourable member means and continues to assert that the Duke of 
Northumberland is the arch criminal in these demoralizing practices, 
I again meet it, and say that such an assertion is false.” 

The SPEAKER was certain that the House would see that Sir Henry 
Hardinge meant only to negative the assertion in the strongest terms 
that the forms of House would allow. 

Sir W. Moteswortu repeated that the system of intimidation did 
prevail ; and that he who exercised it was worse than those over whom 
it was exercised. 





Sir Henry Harpince would still repudiate the assertion. 

Sir W. MotLeswortn reasserted, that the contents of the petition’ 
were true. 

Mr. C. BuLLer made a few remarks ; and the petition was laid upon! 
the table. 


19. Boroucu or Hertrorp. Mr. Bernat, on Thursday, moved 
that the issuing of the writ for a new election for Hertford be provi- 
sionally postponed to Monday next, which was agreed to. 


20. New Writ ror WeEsTMINSTER. Sir Francis Burvett, on 
Tuesday, moved for a new writ for the city of Westminster, in the 
room of Sir John Hobhouse, who had accepted the Chiltern Hundreds. 

Having accepted office under the present Administration chiefly with a view 
and the hope that he could more efficiently promote the interests of his consti- 
tuents and the country, Sir John found himself placed on the present occasion 
in such a situation,,by the discussion of the repeal of the House and Window tax 
that was fixed for this evening, that he could not, consistent with his official 
duty and character as a Minister of the Crown, discharge his duty to his con 
stituents; and he felt himself therefore under the painful necessity of resigning 
his seat. 

21. Sir Rozert PEEL anpD Mr. Cospetr. Sir Rovert PEEL, on 
Thursday, asked Mr. Cobbett when he intended to bring forward his 
motion for an address to the Crown to remove him from the Privy 
Council? Mr. Corserr said, that the motion stood for Tuesday last, 
but as the House did not break up till after four o'clock in the morning, 
it was impossible to bring it on. He would now give notice for the 
13th of May. Sir Rosert Peet observed that that was on Order day, 
and there was no probability of its being brought on upon that day. 
Mr. Coxzerr begged Sir Robert would fix the day himself. 

22. GravesenD Pier Birt. The second reading of this bill was 
carried on Tuesday, by a majority of 161 to 49. 








The Court. 
Tue King and Queen invited the Dukes of Cumberland, Sussex, and 
Gloucester, Lord Adolphus Fitzclarence, and Lady Sydney, to a grand 
dinner-party at the Palace on Tuesday, to meet the Duke of Bruns- 
wick, who arrived in town from the Continent on Monday evening. 

On Wednesday, the King held a Levee; at which were present the 
Dukes of Brunswick, Gloucester, Wellington, and Beaufort, the Earls 
of Liverpool, Aberdeen, and Lonsdale, Viscounts Granville and 
Beresford, Sir H. Nicolas, Mr. Babbage, and Sir Peter Laurie. 

In the evening, their Majesties entertained a party at dinner; among 
whom were the Duke of Brunswick, the Duke of Devonshire, Lord 
Robert Grosvenor, and the Earl and Countess of Albemarle. 

HONOURS, 
From tHe Lonpon Gazette. 

Downrnea Srreet, 26th April 1833.—The King has been graciously pleased to noe 
minate and appoint Vice-Admiral Sir Puprensy Matcoim, Knight Commander of the 
Most Honourable Military Order of the Bath, to be a Knight Grand Cross of the said 
Order, in the room of Admiral Lord Gamster, deceased. 

Also, Rear-Admiral Tuomas Harvey, and Rear Admiral Ricuarv Hussty Hussy, 
Companions of the Most Honourable Military Order of the Bath, to be Knights Come 
manders of the said Order. 

Wuirenanr, 24 May 1833,—The King has been pleased to direct letters patent to 
ed under the Great Seal, granting the dignities of Baron and Earl of the United 
yn of Great Britain and [reland unto the Right Honourable GRaNvILLeE Vis- 
count GRANVILLE, G.( and the heirs male of his body lawfully begotten, by the 
names, styles, and titles of Baron Leveson of Stone, in the county of Stafford, and Earl 
GRANVILLE 




















Sr. James’s Panace, lst May 1833.—The King was this day pleased to confer the 
honour of Knighthood upon Jonn WitiraAM JeFrrcorr, Esq., Chief Justice and Judge 
of the Court of Vice-Admiralty, Sierra Leone. 

The Gazette of Friday the 3d contains the ceremonial of the investiture of Admiral 
Sir Cuaries Tyter, and Vice-Admiral Sir PuLrenry Matconm, as Grand Crosses; 
and of Rear-Admiral Sir Tuomas Harvey, as a ,Knight Commander of the Most 
Honourable Military Order of the Bath, on Wednesday the lst May. 

The Metropolis. 

A meeting of the friends of Sir John Hobhouse, composed princi- 
pally of the gentlemen who had formed his Committees at the two last 
elections, was held on Thursday, at the Crown and Anchor, for the 
purpose of adopting measures to return him again as their representa 
tive. From fifty to sixty gentlemen were present. 

Mr. Pascoe Grenfell, having been called to the chair, said that the 
object of the meeting was twofold: in the first place they had to deter- 
mine whether it was fit and expedient to reelect Sir John Hobhouse ; 
and secondly, what measures in that case should be taken to secure his 
election. 

Sir Edward Codrington proposed the first resolution,—to the effect 
that Sir John Hobhouse’s resignation of his office and his seat in Par- 
liament, entitled him to the renewed respect and confidence of the 
electors of Westminster. 

An elector wished to know, why Sir John had not retained his seat, 
and voted forthe repeal of the House and Window tax, as he had 
pledged himself to do ? : ‘ 

Sir Edward Codrington replied, that the question was so mixed up 
with the repeal of the Malt-tax and the imposition of a Property-tax, 
and the situation in which Lord Althorp’s resolution had placed them 
was so embarrassing, that for his part, on the whole, he had thought it 
better to vote with Ministers; and the same reasons had influenced 
Sir John Hobhouse rather to resign his seat than vote against them. 

Mr. Fearon moved, and Mr. Green and Mr. Wylde supported the 
next resolution,—which was 

“‘ That this meeting, in the present posture of public affairs, deeply deplore 
the necessity which has occasioned a secession which they deem equally in- 
jurious to the efficiency of the Government and the security of the people.” 

Mr. Methuen then moved a resolution, which pledged the meeting 
to use every exertion to return Sir John Hobhouse, in the belief that, 
if spontaneously reelected, he would again undertake the arduous duties 
of an independent member of Parliament. Mr. Methuen made a 
speech of considerable length, strongly censuring the conduct of Govern~ 
ment in bringing so many independent members into the awkward pres 
dicament in which they were placed by his motion of Tuesday last. 
That motion seemed to be very cunningly contrived, though he did not 
wish to bring the charge of cunning against Lord Althorp. He had 
voted himself against Ministers on that occasion, for he would at any 
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tawe saiuer embarrass them than embarrass the country. He confesed 
that he did wish to embarrass the Government, in order to drive them 
to adopt those measures which the actual situation of the country called 
for. Their system of patching up the finances would do no longer, 
and they must meet the difficulties of the country in the face. 

Mr. Edward Bulwer seconded the resolution; and thought that the 
electors were bound#o reward the public virtue of Sir John Hobhouse 
by reelecting him. 

An Elector said, that if they were to go to work honestly and like 
men, he should like to have two questions answered. 

He should wish to know, in the first instance, whether, if Sir John Hob- 
house should be returned by them, he would pledge himself never again to take 
office, but remain an independent member. According to his own showing, he 
had been hampered by being in office. His other question was an important 
one to the public character of Sir John Hobhouse. Was it true, as he had 
been told, that Sir John went out of oftice with a retiring pension ? 

Mr. Byng said, that Sir John had not been long enough in office to 
entitle him to a pension. 

The Chairman professed himself unable to answer the other question. 

Mr. Byng had no doubt that both the questions would be satisfuctorily 
answered by Sir John. 

Considerable surprise was expressed that Sir John Hobhouse should 
resign rather than vote against the Ministers, as he had informed the 
deputation that waited upon him on Monday night, that he should go 
into the House of Commons, the next night, and vote against Govern- 
ment. It was also said that the electors of Westminster wanted a 
representative who would lead and not require to be driven. 

On the motion of Mr. Fearon, a resolution was passed that 
measures should be taken to return Sir John Hobhouse, free of ex- 
pense. 

Thanks were then voted to the 


Chairman; and the meeting 
broke up. 


The delegates appointed by the united parishes of Westminster for 
‘the purpose of obtaining an immediate repeal of the Assessed Taxes, 
met at the British Hotel in Cockspur Street, on Thursday night. 
Eighty-one delegates, nearly three fourths of the whole number, were 
present, and about a hundred strangers. ‘The chair was taken by Mr. 
Corder. A resolution was passed reprobating the tumultuous proceed- 
ings at the last meeting at the Crown and Anchor, and the insult 
offered to Sir Francis Burdett; though at the same time it was consi- 
dered, that the delay of Sir Francis in taking the chair had contributed 
much to increase the disaffection of the meeting. A resolution calling 
upon Sir Francis Burdett to resign his seat was put, and negatived, 
most of the delegates considering that it was out of their province to 
pass sucha resolution. Another resolution was then passed, stating 
that the inhabitants of the Metrolitan districts, and of the towns and 
cities throughout England and Wales, had been disappointed by the 
conduct of the Reform Parliament, and been deceived and betrayed by 
their representatives. It was also determined to use every exertion to 
procure the repeal of the House-tax alone during the present session. 
The meeting broke up at twelve o'clock. 

A meeting of the inhabitant householders of Westminster was held 
last night at the Crown and Anchor, to consider the steps proper to be 
taken in consequence of the defeat of Sir John Key’s motion for the 
repeal of the House and Window tax; also to fix upona candidate for 
Westminster in the room of Sir John Hobhouse. Mr. Hume was to 
have been Chairman of the meeting, but was obliged to attend a debate 
in the House on the Army Estimates; and Mr. D. W. Harvey sup- 
plied his place. ‘The meeting was one of the largest ever held in 
Westminster. Placards bearing the inscription ‘“* No Assessed Taxes 
will be paid,” and having the Royal arms reversed and placed at the bot- 
tom of the bill instead of the top, were exhibited in the room. Reso- 
lutions were passed expressive of the disappointment and indignation 
of the meeting at the rejection of Sir John Key’s motion ; and repro- 
bating the conduct of Sir Francis Burdett, and Sir John Hobhouse, 
“‘who had forfeited the confidence of the Westminster electors.” One 
of the resolutions also stated, that Sir John Hobhouse’s retirement 
was an attempt to impose upon the people; and it was observed by 
several persons that his resignation of the Irish Secretaryship had not 
been accepted by the King. 

The meeting declared their full confidence in the honesty and patriot- 
ism of Colonel Evans; and it was determined to form a Committee to 
procure the means of defraying the expense of returning him to the 
House of Commons for Westminster. 

Tuesday next is fixed for the nomination of candidates for West- 
minster, at the usual place in Covent Garden, and the two following 
days for taking the poll, should one be demanded. 

The inhabitants of the parishes of St. Andrew, Holborn, and St. 
George the Martyr, will hold a public meeting on ‘Tuesday next, “to 
take into consideration the steps necessary to be adopted in conse- 
quence of the rejection of Sir John Key’s motion for the repeal of the 
House and Window tax.” Mr. William ‘Tooke, M.P., will take the 
chair. 

Sir John Malcolm has had a violent attack, of the influenza accord- 
ing to one account, of paralysis says another, trom which there is little 
hope that he will recover. 

Mr. Jobn Cotton has been elected a Director of the East India 
Company, in the room of Mr, James Stuart, deceased, 
$ Government do not intend to fill up the vacancy caused by the death 
of Captain Richbell. By this 800d. a year will be saved. ~ Only two 
salaried Magistrates have been officiating for some time past at Queen 
Square and Marlborough Street. The same plan will be adopted at 
the other offices as vacancies occur.— Times. 


In the Court of King’s Bench, on Monday, Sir James Scarlett ob- 
tained arule nist for a criminal informaticn against the proprietor, 
printer, and publisher of the Weekly Dispatch, for a libel upon Captain 
Adam Young, the commander of the Fergusson East Indiaman. The 


libel imputed to Captain Young the offence of having ordered three of 


his crew to be flogged ; and it was contended, that although five men 
had been flogged, yet the terms in which the account was given in the 
Dispatch, were likely to create an unfair impression to the reader, and to 








prejudice Captain Young's character. It was ‘stated that the boat- 
swain and mate declined to inflict the punishment ; but the fact was, 
that they were ill, and unable to do so. 

In the Court of King’s Bench, on Monday, Mr. Markwell, the 
keeper of Long’s Hotel, brought an action against Captain Forbes, of 
the Coldstream Guards, for 1911. 17s. 6d., being for board and provi- 
sions furnished the defendant, who objected to the charges as exorbit- 
ant. The bill consisted of 900 items; and it was urged that every 
thing was put down in it at a very moderate price. One of the charges 
was for a breakfast as follows,—breakfast, 3s.; four eggs, 2s. ; four 
plover eggs, 2s.; chicken and tongue, 2s. ; altogether 9s. for a single 
breakfast. The Jury reduced the bill by 11. 17s. 6d. and found a 
verdict for the plaintiff for 180/. 

Mr. Samuel Harris, a magistrate of the county of Pembroke and a 
man of fortune, was sentenced in the Court of King’s Bench, on 
Thursday, to pay a fine of 5001. for illegally committing to prison a 


| poor man named David Harris, against whom he had a grudge; whe- 
ther on account of some dispute respecting game, or because he had 


voted against the Tory candidate for Pembroke in the election of May 
1831, did not clearly appear. The defendant was to have received the 
judgment of the Court last Michaelmas term, but on account of his ill 
health, it was deferred till the present time. 

In the Arches Court, on Wednesday, Sir John Nicholl annulled the 
marriage between Miss Lucy Douglas, daughter of Admiral Douglas, 
and the Reverend Mr. Thresher, on the ground that the latter, both 
before and after their marriage was insane. 

Mr. Skeet, a salesman of Hungerford Market, was ordered by the 
Lord Mayor, on Monday, to pay 17s. 6d. to a porter, whom he had re- 
fused to employ to land a quantity of potatoes at that market. Mr. 
Skeet chose to employ a collier to do the work, who was not a citizen 
of London. The citizens of London, however, it would appear, have 
the right of being preferred to do any work at the Hungerford Market, 
according to the terms of the Hungerford Market Act: a clause of 
which saved the rights and privileges of the City of London. [The 
absurdity of these old corporation privileges is extreme. Can any thing 
be more ridiculous, and in a small way, more tyrannical, than to compel 
a man to employ none but London citizens to land potatoes at a market. } 


The inhabitants of Enfield have raised a subscription in order to rid 
the neighbourhood of Cooper, one of the murderers of Mr. Danby, 
who turned King’s evidence against his accomplices on the trial. He 
was put on board a vessel a few days since for Van Diemen’s Land. 

Richard Coster, the notorious swindler, has been removed from 
Newgate to the convict-ship Cumberland, et Woolwich, previously to 
his being transported. Sir Peter Laurie had expressed his fear that 
Coster would contrive the means of escape from prison, unless he were 
removed, which is the reason of this step being taken. 

An inquest was held on Monday at the Strand Hotel, on the body 
of aninfant whose mother had by mistake given it some oil of vitriol 
instead of syrupof poppies. The poor child was dreadfully burnt, and 
the mother was in a state of extreme distress. It was dusk,-she said, 
when she gave the child the poison, and she did not see what the bottle 
contained ; she hoped that God would forgive her. ‘The Jury returned 
a verdict that the child was accidentally poisoned. 





The Country. 

A meeting of the Council of the Birmingham Political Union was 
held on Wednesday last; when the following ominous resolutions were 
adopted unanimously. 

«1. That his Majesty’s Ministers— : . 
First—By violating the constitution and destroying the liberties of Ireland— 
Secondly—By denial of the general distress amongst the productive classes, and 
refusal of all inquiry into the means of its relief; and 
Thirdly—By refusing to make any perceptible reduction in the present overwhelm- 
ing load of taxation; by insisting on the continuation of the partial and unjust 
taxes assessed upan Houses and Windows, notwithstanding the relief which was 
imperatively demanded by the depressed state of trade ; and especially by their 
absolutely forcing upon the country the odious and oppressive Malt-tax without 
any diminution, although its partial abolition had been deliberately resolved on 
by a vote of the House of Commons only three days previously,— : 
have betrayed the confidence of the people, and turned their sanguine hopes into 
despair. : . 

“2, That in this frightful situation of their country, it is the opinion of this Council 
that PUBLIC MEETINGS Ought to be held, with the least possible delay, in every county, 
town, and village throughout the United Kingdom, to implore his Majesty to dismiss 
from his councils men, who have proved themselves either utterly unable or unwilling 
to extricate the country from the difficulties and dangers with which it is surrounded, 

“3. That, for this purpose, the Council deems it expedient that a PUBLIC MEETING of 
the population this district should be held at New-hall Hill, and that a Committee, 
consisting of the Chairman, the Secretary, Mr. Boultbee, and Mr. Salt, be appointed 
to report the earliest possible day on which such meeting can be held.” 

The Manchester Chamber of Commerce held a meeting on the 27th 
April, at which resolutions were passed expressive of gratitude to Mi- 
nisters for the proposed reduction of the duty on raw cotton. 

It is understood that Lord Lyttleton will succeed to the Lord- 
Licutenancy of Worcestershire, vacant by the decease of Lord Foley. 

The Worcestershire Magistrates have come to a determination to 
transact all the county business in open court.—Bristol Journal. 
[If this rule were universally adopted, its advantages would soon be 
apparent in the diminution of county-rates, and the abolition of county 
jobbing. ] 

The Macclesfield Courier gives an account of the death of a surgeon 
resident xt St. Helens, by an accident on the railway leading from 
Newton to Wigan. The name of the gentleman is not given. He 
was crossing the road on horseback, on Tuesday week, when he came 
in contact with a train of ten or twelve waggons, laden with coal and 
propelled by steam. The whole train passed over him and his horse. 
The horse was cut in two parts, and the surgeon survived only a few 
minutes, 

A man named Edward Bower was killed, last week, in a pitched 
battle with a man named Jackson. A Coroner’s Jury sat on the the 
body at Ecclesfield, near Sheffield; and found a verdict of ‘ Man~- 
slaughter” against Jackson, and all the seconds engaged in this brutal 
business. They were all sent off to York Castle to be imprisoned till 
the next Assizes. 

Five boys were smothered in a coal-pit at Kingswood, on Thursday, 
from the sudden rushing in of a quantity of water from an old shaft. 
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Taxation,—Our Supplement on this subject is now republished, ii an enlarged and 
much improved form. It is sold separately, and may be had of all Newsmen and 
Booksellers, in the usual way, Orders from the Country should be sent te them, 
not to this Office. 











POSTSCRIPT. 


Saturpay Nieut. 
A Cabinet Council is summoned for to-morrow, to meet at two 
o'clock ; some further modification of the Budget, and possibly an aban- 
donment of the House and Window.tax, will, it is supposed, form the 
subject of the Ministerial deliberations. 


The friends of Colonel Evans are exerting themselves to secure his 
return for Westminster; but the party which supports Sir Jonn Hos- 
HOUSE have so great a command of the machinery requisite to carry an 
election, and have besides such pecuniary resources, that, notwithstand- 
ing the cordiality with which Colonel Evans has been received by a 
large body of the voters, his success is doubtful. 

It is confidently asserted that Sir Jounn Honnovse’s resignation of 
the Secretaryship of Ireland has not been accepted by the King, and 
that he will retain his office after all. Why does not Sir Joun authorize 
some of the organs of his party—the Globe, for instance—to deny the 
truth of this calumnious rumour ? 


The Standard to-night announces a new candidate for Westmin- 
ster, in the person of Mr. Bicknam Escort, who stood an unsuccess- 
ful contest for West Somersetshire at the last election. We have seen 
no address from this gentleman to the electors, and know no more of 
his political principles than the Standard; which, notwithstanding its 
acknowledgment of ignorance on this somewhat essential particular, 
eulogizes him highly. The following is the concluding paragraph of 
its remarks on this subject. 

“* Mr. Escott is not, that we know of, exactly of our school of politics ; but 
he is, we are happy to say, of our school of political morality ; and whatever 
his particular opinions be, he is an able, ingenuous, brave, honest, Englishman ; 
and all who respect that character in others, or merit it for themselves, will 
vote for him.” 

If Mr. Escort expects to be returned for Westminster, he must say 
something more definite to the electors, than that he is of the same 
school of political morality as the Standard. 


The indignation and disappointment which the rejection of Sir 
Joun Key’s motion has produced in the Metropolis, is extensive and 
alarming. The householders of the principal parishes are preparing to 
meet early next week to take the conduct of the Ministry and of their 
own Representatives into consideration. The accounts from the 
Country are of the same tenor. Inthe large manufacturing districts, 
the greatest excitement prevails; and the determination to offer at 
least a passive resistance to the collection of the Assessed Taxes is 
spreading vapidly through the kingdom. 

A requisition from the inhabitants of Marylebone is in the course of 
signature, calling upon their representative, Sir SamuEL WHALLEY, 
to take the earliest opportunity of again moving the repeal of the House 
and Window tax in the House of Commons. The requisition received 
the signatures of several hundreds of the: most influential inhabitants 
in the course of a few hours. This is very ‘ unparliamentary :” has 
not the House already decided? and are not its decisions against the 
people final ? 


M. Sarrans, the Aide-de-Camp of Larayerre, returns to Paris 
to-morrow. Report says that his visit here has had a very important 
object, and that an extraordinary change in France is on the eve of 
taking place. M. Sarrawns has had frequent intercourse with most of 
the Liberal Members of Parliament. 

Lord Kine, we regret to state, is extremely ill, at his residence in 
Dover Street. He has been indisposed for the last month; and within 
two or three days his disorder has taken an alarming turn. 


It is a curious fact, and strongly indicative of the way in which 
affairs are conducted in Parliament, that Sir Francis BurpettT, who 
voted against Mr. Arrwoop’s motion on the Currency question, had 
previously offered to second it. 





Business or THE Hovusrt oF Commons.—Among the Notices of 
Motions for the ensuing week, the following are important. On Mon- 
day, Mr. Fincu, for the suppression of Political Unions. Mr. H. 
L. Butwer, fora Committee on the National Expenditure, with a 
view to adopting measures for reducing it. On Tuesday, Sir W. In- 
GILBY, for a Committee to inquire into the expediency of a total repeal 
of the Malt-duty. On Thursday, Mr. E. L. Butwen, resolution for 
the repeal of the Stamp-duty on Newspapers and Advertisements, and 
for a Select Committee to inquire into the propriety of substituting a 
cheap postage on Newspapers and works under a certain weight. 

The second reading of Sir Francis Vincent’s Libel Bill stands 
for Friday. 


Members or Lorp Arruorp’s Commitree on Acricutture.—Lord Althorp, Sir 
James Graham, Lord Jolin Russell, Sir Robert Peel, Marquis of Chandos, Mr. Littleton, 
Sir Richard Vyvyan, Lord Ormelie, Sir John Sebright, Mr. Alexander Baring, Mr. 
Dominick Browne, Sir John Dalrymple, Mr. Cayley, Sir Matthew Ridley, Sir Charles 
Lemon, Mr. Robert Clive, Mr. More O' Ferrall, Sir Edward Knatchbull, Mr. Ayshford 
Sanford, Mr. James Buller, Mr. Wolryche Whitmore, Mr. Matthias Attwood, Mr. John 
Benett, Mr. Paulet Mildmay, Lord Milton, Mr. Bethell, Mr. Gilbert Heathcote, Lord 
Howick, Mr. William Denison, Mr. Childers, Sir William Browne Folkes, Mr. Brig- 
stock, Lord Henniker, Mr. Robarts, Earl of Kerry, Mr. Jom Murray, Mr. Stanley 
(Cheshire), Power to send for persons, papers, and records; five to be the quorum, 

Manvuractvres, Commerce, anp Suippinc.—Lord Althorp, Mr. Poulett Thomson, 
Mr. Goulburn, Mr. Alexander Baring, Sir Henry Parnell, Mr. George William Wood, 
Lord Lowther, Mr. James.Oswald, Mr. James Morrison, Mr.Grote, Mr. Abercromby, 
Mr. Estcourt, Mr. Herries, Mr. Thomas Attwood, Mr. Lyall, Mr. Davenport, Mr. Ewart, 
Mr. O'Connell, Mr. Bannerman, Mr. Brotherton, Mr. John Parker, Mr. George F. Young, 
Mr. Charles Pelham, Mr. John Fielden, Mr. John Marshall, Mr. Vernon Smith, Mr 
Hyett, Mr. Warburton, Mr. George Robinson, Mr. Emmerson Tennent, Mr. Hedworth- 
Lambton, Mr. Rawdon Briggs, Mr. Rumbold, Mr. John Abel Smith, Mr. Stewart Mac- 
kenzie, Mr. Henry Lytton Bulwer, Mr. Christmas, Mr. Aaron Chapman, Mr. Alderman 

‘hompson, Power to send for persons, papers, and records ; five to be the quorum, 
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, The meeting between the West India Deputation atid Mr. Stanley, 
is postponed until Tuesday; whén Mr. Stanley is expected to report 
the final determination of Government. 





Yesterday a ballot was taken at the East India Hote on Sir John 
Malcolm’s resolutions. At six o’clock the glasses were closed, and 
delivered to the Secretaries; who reported that the resolutions had 
been adopted, 





MONEY MARKET, 
Srock Exosanesr, Fripay Evenixa. 

The transactions of the week have not been extensive. Although the de- 
cision of the House of Commons on Tuesday night was expected with much 
anxiety, the effect produced on the Money Market was quite unimportant. The 
impulse which that decision might under other circumstances have produced, 
was counteracted by the intelligence from Constantinople, and the threatening 
aspect of Oriental politics. Consols for Money opened on Monday at 873, have 
since been as high as 87§, and are to-day at 874 § for Account: the highest 
price has been 874, and the closing price to-day is 874 §. Exchequer Bills have 
been as low as 46s. prem. This depression was caused by some large sales om 
Wednesday ; but as they have not been continued, the price is improved, and is 
to-day 47s. 48s. prem. India Stock has been steady at 227 and 228; the price 
to-day is 227 for Money, and 228 for Account. Bank Stock has been quoted 
at 192 to 194, and is to-day 195}. 

In the Foreign Market, most descriptions of Stock are quoted higher than 
last week. The favourable intelligence received from Rio Janeiro by the last 
packet has caused an improvement in the Brazilian Bonds; the price has been 
as high as 625, and is to-day 624 63. In the early part of the week, Dutch 
Stock had improved to 45} ; but by the arrival of the mail from Amsterdam yes- 
terday morning, intelligence was received of adecline of nearly § in the price of 
Funds in that city ; and assome large sales were made in this market, the price 
declined to 454, but has slightly improved to-day, and closes at 454 4. Russian, 


Danish, and Belgian Bonds are steady: the last is now quoted without thedividend, 
and the price is 854 4. Notwithstanding the favourable accounts received during the 
week from Columbia and Mexico, the Stocks of these respective republics have 
not improved upon their former quotations: the former being 16$ 17, and the 
latter 324. We cannot notice any improvement in the Mining Shares. Portu- 
guese Stock and Regency Scrip are in more demand than they have been for 
some time. The price of the Bonds is 52}, and that of the Serip 43 44 dis. 
Spanish Stock is rather lower than last week: a fall of 4 per cent. has taken 
place in Paris, and a corresponding depression has been produced here ; the clos- 
ing price this afternoon is 183 19, 





Saturpay, ONE o’cLocr, 
Consols have not varied from the opening price, and are now 874 4, both for 
Money and Account. India Stock is quoted rather lower than yesterday, viz, 
2263 2274, and Bank Stock is at 1934. Exchequer Bills are higher, 47 49. 
Nothing is known in the City as to the intentions of the Government on the 
West India Question. In the Foreign Market, some of the prices have slightly 
improved on yesterday’s quotation. Dutch 24 per Cents. have been at 45% and 
are 453 §. Brazilian Bonds are 62} 63. Belgian Bonds are lower, 843 854. 
Mexican and Colombian are without any alteration, as are also Portuguese 
Bonds and Regency Scrip; the former being 524, and the latter 43 44 dis. 
Spanish Stock is 183 19. We are at present without any prices from France. 
Four o’cLock, 
So little alteration has taken place since one o’clock, that our report must be 
confined to a citation of prices. In the Foreign Market, Brazilian Bonds have 
improved, and are 635. 
3 per Cent. Consols ..87% 
Ditio for Account...87% 
New 34 p. Cent. Ann.95} 4 
Bank Stock ........193 194 
India Stock ...... 2264 74 
Exchequer Bills.... 


delgian 5 p. Cts. £43 51; 
Brazilian Dp. Cts. 63 4 
Danish 3 per Cents. 624 63) 
Dutch 2} per Cents. 454 § 
French 3 per Cents. — 
- — | Greek (1825) 5 p.Cts. 


Mexican6 p. Cents. 324 
Portuguese 5 p. Cts. 52¢ 
Do. RegeucySc. 5p.Ct.4} $ 
Prussian(1818)3 p.Ct.— — 
Russian( 1822) 5p.Ct. 1023¢ 
Spanish(182]) 5 p.Ct, 183 9 











THE CHEAP PUBLICATIONS. 
TO THE EDITOR OF THE SPECTATOR. 
19, Waterloo Place, Edinburgh, 29th April 1833. 

My Dear S1r—If you will allow me three minutes of your time, I will en- 
deavour to set you right respecting a work conducted by my elder brother and 
myself, under the title of Chambers’s Edinburgh Journal, to which 1 humbly 
conceive you have done some injustice, inan article in your paper of the 27th 
instant, headed ** Lord Brougham, or his Fetch, and the Newspaper Press.” In 
that article, speaking of the sheet periodicals recently noticed by the Edinburgh 
Review, of which ours is one, you say—‘ the people buy these publications 
largely because they cost little: they cost little because they chiefly steal what 
they sell; and others (meaning the Newspapers), who only vend what they 
create, are taxed by a heavy tax, which necessarily limits their circulation to the 
comparatively rich.” 

It would not, perhaps, become me to argue against the first of these proposi- 
tions ; though I may be permitied to point out, that the failure of many rivals of 
our work, published at an equally cheap price, and some of which had even the 
attraction of politics, shows at once that every thing will not sell merely because 
it is cheap, and that there is a want ia the public of purely literary as well as of 
political papers. 

can say, however, with the full confidence of truth, that our work does not 
“chiefly steal what it sells.” Our Journal is almost entirely original; and 
should be so altogether, but for the desire frequently expressed by our readers 
that a few extracts should be given. Our other work, styled Information for 
the People, which contains the same quantity of matter as the Journal, at the 
same price, is every paragraph of it original ; and the expense of the literary 
preparation of these works greatly exceeds, I do not hesitate to say, the cost per 
sheet of any existing periodical work under the Quarterly Reviews. It is thus 
proved that the public may be supplied with literature of nearly the first class, so 
far as remuneration can make it so, at the humble price which we exact for our 
publications, and which provokes so many sneers, while other necessaries of life are 
invariably desired to be had as cheap as possible. By saying that the Newspapers 
create what they vend, you seem to imply that they are altogether original, while 
we are altogether the reverse. But, when I except your own painstaking and 
systematic paper, and those which report the proceedings of Parliament, I must 
confess I see few political journals which contain, individually, a fifth part of the 
original matter—and that not concocted at a fifth part of the trouble and ex 
pense—which ours does. Newspapers, Literary Gazettes, and Magazines ; all copy 
more than we ever do, and are never complained of; for which there can be no 
other reason but that they do not offend by their cheapness. This seems to be 
the old affair of vulpes in fabula. : . 

If you will permit me to make a remark beyond the immediate subject of this 
letter, I would deprecate the churlish spirit in which the taxed journals too fre- 
quently speak of the untaxed. The two articles are completely distinct ; and the 
public seems, from what I have told you, todemand both. Surely if the people 
at large can be got to buy, weekly, several hundred thousand closely-printed 
sheets, containing information of some kind or other, and perhaps generating a 
taste for knowledge in its more massive forms, the result must be one in which 
every liberal journalist, at least, may be expected to rejoice. I have never yet 
heard that the Newspapers have decreased in sale in consequence of the success 
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of our work and its followers; but even if it had, solong as both trades are fair, 
the one has assuredly no right to throw groundless reproach upon the other. 

Trusting to your candour for the publication of these remarks, 

Iam, my dear Sir, yours very sincerely, 
Rosert CHAMBERS. 

{It is no sort of argument to prove that the public do not buy Penny Publica- 
tions because they are cheap, to say, that many penny publications have failed : 
the public of course seleags the best, or those most suited to its taste, or which 
most perseveringly and systematically solicit its notice. The test would be, to 
clap a fourpenny stamp upon them. What would be the effect on their sale? 
In the eye of justice, there is no earthly reason why the Penny Magazine should 
be exempt from stamp-duty, and the Newspaper liable to a tax of fourpence per 
copy. Both contain information, partly of a similar description, and partly 
difterent ; the difference, however, being in favour of the Newspaper. News 
will not keep; it must circulate at once; and it is collected with great pains 
and expense: the matter of the cheap publications will wait, and may be pub- 
lished in books. 

With regard to the charge of “ stealing” their matter, it may be observed 
that there are different modes of stealing. Some appropriate bodily, and have no 
shame: some rob, and then disguise the plunder by just dressing it up in clothes 
of their own: this last is called ‘* compilation”—nay sometimes “ original 
compilation.” So much in explanation of the word “steal.” The sentence, 
however, had, in our minds, no reference whatever to Mr. Cuamsers’s Journal, 
though the structure of the passage may carry that impression. In fact, we 
had in view the majority of Penny sheets. Mr. Cuamsens’s work is 
half as dear again; is chiefly composed of original writing; and we have al- 
ready taken occasion to speak highly of it. We will not contest the assertion 
as to the cost of its production; but we may observe, that, quantity of matter 
compared with quantity of matter, the Quarterly Reviews are not the works 
that cost the most in literary production. cal 

We shall never cease to rejoice that knowledge is to be had cheap: it is the 
partiality in the privilege of selling cheap knowledge that we contend against 
Above all, we shall never cease to raise our voices against the obstacles 
placed in the way of the free circulation of political knowledge, so essential as 
it is to the wellbeing of all communities, and more particularly necessary in the 
present state of our own country. 

In answer to the last paragraph, it is only necessary to say, the trades 
are not fair,” and hence the churlishness.— Eb. } 











THE DIVISIONS. 


Mr. Arrwoon’s motion, on the 22d April, for an inquiry into the State 
of the Country, with a view to an alteration in the Currency. 
Majority marked A; Minority, N; Absent, —. : f 

Mr. Grorr’s motion, on the 25th April, “ That it was expedient, in 
all future elections of members to serve in Parliament, that the votes 
be taken by way of Ballot.” Majority, A; Minority, N; Absent, —. 

. Sir W. Incixpy’s motion, on the 26th April, to reduce the duty on 
Malt from 20s. 8d. to 10s. per quarter. Majority, A. Minority not 
published. 

Sir Joun Key’s motion, on the 30th April, to repeal the House and 
Window Tax. Minority, N. Majority not published. 

(Mr. Scuo.erre.p, member for Birmingham, paired off on Tuesday in favour of Sir 

Joun Key’s motion, being prevented by illness from attending in the House. } 
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TUPICS*: OF ‘PRE DAY. 





FINANCIAL STATE OF THE COUNTRY. 


Tue Reformed House of Commons has again been dragged 
through the mire. In obedience to the Ministerial mandate, it 
has resolved that “it is inexpedient to make an extensive change 
in our whole financial system.” It has also rescinded a formal 
decision, and passed a solemn though not a very deliberate resolu- 


| tion, “that the deficiency that would be occasioned in the revenue 


| by a reduction of the tax on Malt to 10s. the quarter, 


and by 


| the repeal of the tax on Houses and Windows, could only be sup- 











| Excise-laws, and the public to the expense of levying this 


plied by the substitution of a general tax on Property and In- 
come.” Anassertion very incorrect in point of fact, inasmuch as 
a Property-tax at a uniform rate of 5 per cent. would yield a sur- 
plus of 1,600,0002.* 

Weeding the senatorial proposition of its untruth, and putting 
it in a more distinct and substantive form—as, ‘ Would it be de- 
sirable to impose a Property-tax in order merely to reduce the 
Malt-duty one half, and repeal the House and Window taxes?” 
we answer—No. Because, though the Malt-duty is an improper 
tax, there are very many taxes much more mischievous; and 
granting that the House and Window duties were more partial and 
oppressive than any of the rest, there is a surplus revenue more 
than sufficient to remit either one or the other; and by revis- 
ing the mode of levy, the evils of the one retained might be obvi- 
ated. Nay, we go further—we doubt whether it be advisable to 
impose a Property-tax for the sake of remitting any one, two, or 
three taxes ; because it is only by taking a comprehensive view of 
“our whole financial system” that any good is to be effected. It 
is not by peddling here and pottering there-—-by remitting the 
duty on Tiles, yet retaining the worse duty on Bricks, still sub 
jecting the manufacturer to the vexations and restrictions of the 
most 
expensively collected tax—it is not by reducing the fraction ofa 
halfpenny and retaining the fraction of a halfpenny per pound in 
the duty on raw Cotton, or by petty modifications in taxes which 
few will feel, and which, whether felt or not, are in practice un- 
workable—that any extensive benefit or any real relief can be 
given to the people. So far from being “ inexpedient,” it is abso- 
lutely necessary, to “make an extensive change in our whole fi- 
nancial system,” if the Reformed House of Commons either in- 
tends to do its financial duty or to fulfil its financial pledges. It 
is only by taking a view of the whole that the prominent evils of 
our “ financial system” can be removed,—unless we are prepared 
to abolish the Monarchy and Aristocracy, and to vote that it is 
‘inexpedient” to pay the whole interest of the Debt. Unfor- 
tunately for the reputation of the Finance Minister, the evils 
of the system are far more oppressive to the people than pro- 
ductive to the revenue. In what mode and by what means they can 
be removed, we have endeavoured to show in our Supplement on 
Taxation, now reprinted in animproved form, and with various ad- 
ditions, to meet the exigencies of these alarming times. It will be 
seen by the following extracts from our RerorMED Bunce, what 
those evils are “‘ which require to be removed.” 

“ Heavy duties are imposed upon most articles of food ; 
the importation of some is altogether prohibited. Literature is 
oppressively taxed; so are trade and transport. The free play 
of the national industry, the exercise of individual skill, is 
crippled by taxes on raw materials, and by heavy imposts on home 
manufactures, which involving a mischievous interference with 
the conduct of trade, dam up the stream of wealth at its very 
source. A vast number of petty taxes are retained, and a com- 
plex mode of levying them is adopted, which, independent of the 
effects upon consumption and trade, involve an ‘outlay nearly 
equal to the sums received. High rates of duty are placed upon 
articles of consumption ; which diminish the comforts of the peo- 
ple without even yielding any benefit to the revenue, and in some 
cases bring considerable evils in their train, by the extensive illicit 
trading they encourage, and by the expense which is incurred in 
the fruitless attempts to put it down. And finally, the few im- 
posts which are direct in their nature, or are levied upon Property, 
are frequently oppressive, or grossly unequal, or both.” 

When we say that our financial system should be looked at as a 
whole, a very important question, however, suggests itself. Why 
has it not been done already ? The Resolutions of the House and the 

organs of Government only talk of rubbing on—for the present. 
WHY HAVE WE LOsT AYEAR? Why have the hopes of the country 


| been disappointed? Why are its commerce and industry to be 





kept in suspense and stagnation for twelve months longer? And 
where is the policy of habituating the people to a constant state of 
excitement and agitation, or causing the doctrine of passive resis- 
tance to the payment of Taxes to be put in practice, as itis at this 
moment throughout London. The novelty of the matter cannot 
be pleaded. Relief from fiscal burdens has been the Whig chorus 


*Produce of House and Window Taxes ......0..++4. ae re £2,500,000 
see One half the Malt-tax..,.......065 eons Gadin hates 2,400,000 
Total proposed to be remitted. ......0.-se00+ eooee 4,900,000 


Disposable Surplus of Income beyond Expenditure, as stated 
by Lord ALTHORP .....cccecsescocsccecssseserers +++ £1,500,000 
The total Income derived from realized Property, such as 
rents, dividends, &c., in Great Britain and Ireland, is up- 
wards of one hundred millions ; which, at a uniform rate of 
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during the present century ; it was one of their pledges on taking 
office; it was the professed object of the Reform Bill. Time cannot 
be pleaded. Lord ALTHoRP Tas held office two years and a half; 
he had previously a very long senatorial experience ; he has had 
“all appliances and means to boot” fully to master the whole 
subject ; and he had a majority powerful enough to have carried 
any measure however comprehensive. Whatare the results of such 
peculiar advantages? A Budget which has given general dissa- 
tisfaction, and which, coupled with the subsequent conduct of the 
Ministry, has induced a state of feeling that has brought us to the 
verge of a fiscal rebellion. 

Holding the convictions that we have arrived at by much pains- 
taking and patience of inquiry, we must be supposed to hold them 
with a proportionate earnestness. Those who have taken the same 
or similar pains to ascertain the truth—and probably none else— 
will understand the sincerity of the feeling with which we de- 
clare, that the men who have done so much to provoke, and so little 
1o avert or to meet this crisis, deserve, not votes of confidence, but 
impeachment. 





WHY SHOULD WE NOT HAVE A PROPERTY-TAX? 
WE have so often endeavoured to show the propriety of impos- 
ing a moderate tax upon incomes derivable from invested pro- 
perty—z. e. from rents, mortgages, dividends, &c.—that we should 
have deemed it unnecessary again to enter into the subject, had it 
not been for the efforts which are making by Ministers and 
their partisans to rub on without making “any extensive change 
in our whole financial system.” The principal arguments that 
have been put forward on this occasion, we have endeavoured to 
meet by an addendum to that part of our Taxation Supplement 
-where we discussed the pros and cons of a Property-tax. As the 
points discussed are not unconnected with avery important “ topic 
of the day,” we quote, with some additions in consequence of 
Tuesday's debate, our 

POSTSCRIPT TO THE PROS AND CONS OF A PROPERTY-TAX, 

Since the publication of the first edition of thisSupplement, the 
division on Mr. Rosinson’s motion for a Commutation of Taxes, 
and some other unequivocal symptoms of public feeling, seem to 
have alarmed Ministers. The Government organs, accordingly, have 
been zealously disparaging any commutation of taxes. In accom- 
plishing their task, they have acted rather like the partisans of a 
faction, than like zealous inquirers after truth. Taking advantage 
of the vague and misty nature of Mr. Rosinson’s plan, they 
generally assume, that by a Property-tax is meant a tax upon In- 
comes of all descriptions; and proceed to point out the inconve- 
niences and inequalities of an impost about which the people are 
much better informed than themselves. A writer in the last 

Number of the Edinburgh Review goes beyond this somewhat 
dishonest fallacy. Taking the term property in the most extended 
sense, he supposes (for he scarcely assumes) that by a Property- 
tax may be meant a tax on capital, or rather on all that each in- 
dividual possesses, including “stock in trade,” and the additional 
value of “a field that has been recently limed, marled, or other- 
wise manured, at a heavy expense;” and he then pathetically pro- 
ceeds both in Latin and English to deprecate the mischiefs and 


inconveniences of a tax which no rational person except himself 


ever dreamed of imposing. 

Even. when what is generally meant by a Property-tax—a tax 
on income arising from realized capital, from rents, dividends, an- 
nuities, &e.—is separately considered, it is scarcely fairly con- 
sidered. All its inconveniences are brought into strong light, all 
its advantages thrown into shade, and nota syllable breathed about 
the nature of the taxes whose repeal is sought for. We hear no- 
thing, for instance, of the unfairness of subjecting one kind of pro- 
perty—House-rent—to very heavy taxes; nothing of the evils of 
such duties as those on Soap and Glass; nothing about the fairness 
of that tax on the capital of the distressed, the Auction-duty, or of 
the duties on Mortgagesand Sales. A stranger toour fiscalsystem, 
would never imagine that we raised a farthing by taxes on the 
materials of manufacture, or that such incentives to lawless trad- 
ing as the enormous duties on Spirits and Tobacco existed. A 
rubber-on disregards all inconveniences but the inconveniences of 
official people. In this new school of philosophy, it is nothing to 
cripple the skill and industry of the country, to demoralize large 
masses of people, and to throw the entire load of taxes on property 
upon one or two kinds of property. What are the capitalist’s pro- 
fits and the labourer's wages, what are even life and morality, 
compared with the ease of a Chancellor of the Exchequer ? 

One argument against a Property-tax which the Edinburgh Re- 
viewer notices at some length, is its tendency to check accumulation. 
The practical effects of the tendency would be very slight. Ifa 
person invested 1002. in a speculation which paid him 5 per cent., 
the pressure of a moderate Property-tax would be 5s.; asum much 
too small to prevent accumulation, for few men at present accumu- 
late, or (strictly) invest, if they have the opportunity of more pro- 
fitably employing their capital. The power of accumulating, too, is 
dependent on the power of production. By giving facilities to 
create wealth, the means and disposition to accumulate are in- 
creased. 

The Globe, expanding the doctrine of the Reviewer, observes— 

** Many kinds of fixed property are the great instruments of production—not 
only the body of our agricultural wealth, but the great aids of our agriculture, 
manufactures, and commerce. | To say nothing of the buildings of our manufac- 
tories, and of the property fixed in mines, what can more conduce to the com- 
mercial and manufacturing greatness of acountry, than the property fixed in 
docks, canals, roads, and railways?” 


nl, salient - ronan 





Who doubts it? But who either doubts that docks, &c. do not 
create, but flow from our “commercial and manufacturing great- 
ness,” just as agricultural improvements spring from increased 
population? And as these are originally created by the prosper- 
ous state of productive industry, soupon that prosperity does their 
value depend; and one of the surest modes, not only of checking 
future accumulation, but of rendering former aceumulations 
valueless, is to throw obstacles in the way of the free employment 
of capital and labour. If the present taxes upon industry have not 
driven away our capital to “French and American canals,” the 
Globe may depend upon its not being done by a judicious Pro- 
perty-tax. 

It is, however, scarcely necessary to discuss probable effects, 
when the actual results are capable of ocular demonstration. 
Ifa uniform rate were adopted in imposing a Property-tax, it would 
probably not rise higher than 5 per cent.; were the tax graduated, 
it would most likely stop at 10. The present House-duty—say- 
ing nothing of the Land and Window Taxes—varies from 74 to 15 
per cent. Let the ¢endency-to-check school mount St. Paul's, and 
see the operation of a tax on house-rent to check the accumulation 
of houses. 

Another argument is urged, in the Edinburgh, that many per- 
sons watching for investments, buy in the Funds for short periods, 
who incase of a Property-tax would keep their money at home lying 
idle. The effect of a tax on the Funds, as we have explained already, 
would be at once and for ever to diminish their value by the amount 
of the tax. It would fall upon the present holders; future invest- 
ments would go on as before. But the argument deserves notice 
as going at once to the root of the “ tendency” fallacy ; which 
consists in assuming, that because men cannot get a//, they will 
take nothing. In the present instance, it supposes that because 
people cannot get 3/., they will turn sulky and lock up their mo- 
ney in a chest rather than take 2/. 17s. But men of the world are 
not so silly. We, however, doubt the Reviewer's assertion. Per- 
sons on the watch to employ their capital, are much more likely 
to discount good bills at short dates, than buy into the Funds: and 
for this cogent reason—that they are very likely to lose 4/7. or 5/7. 
upon their capital by the fluctuations of the market; their utmost 
gain would be an interest of five or ten shillings. 

It is also observed, that though Property is sometimes held in 
large masses, yet the great bulk of land is held by small proprie- 
tors, who cultivate their own estates, whilst the great number of 
deposits in the Funds are for small amounts. To this we answer, 
that the accumulation of property is a proof, at all events, that 
these persons possess more than the means of living. Grant that 
the holder of this small property is entirely dependent upon it 
(though this is not assumed by the writer), where is the justice 
in taxing the annual income of the small proprietor of House pro- 
perty from 10 to 20 per cent. whilst other property is exempt; or 
abstracting from 23 to 5 per cent. from the capital of a seller or 
borrower, whilst those who retain their property escape taxation 
altogether ? Even allowing (what the Reviewer omits) that a 
non-graduated Property-tax, in peculiar instances, might bear 
hard upon small annuitants, &c., we must not forget how very 
hard our present system of taxation bears upon some eighteen or 
twenty millions of people—first, by checking consumption and 
production, and thus diminishing their means of employment; 
second, by doubling, and more than doubling, the price of many 
of the necessaries of life. But in reality, the pressure upon this 
class would be a mere change. They would gain by the reduc- 
tion in prices as much as they lost by the tax. But if this be 
doubted, exempt the lower class of incomes from the duty, or sub- 
ject them toa lower rate. 

It is argued by the writer in the Edinburgh, and the argument 
was adopted by Lord AtrHorp and Sir Rosperr PEEL, that it 
would be most cruel and unjust to tax realized property, and leave 
the property embarked in manufactures untouched, Putting out 
of view the essential difference between the nature of the two 
properties—that the trader is bound to the country, whilst the 
owner of a fixed income can reside abroad and escape taxation 
altogether—that whilst the income of the trader is dependent on 
his exertions and subject to constant fluctuations, the income de- 
rived from Property is received in “ sickness or in health”—and 
moreover, that the value of all property is derived from and depen- 
dent upon productive industry,—putting all these considerations 
aside, it may be observed, that the cruelty and injustice deprecated 
by Lord ALrHorp and Sir Rosert PEEL is perpetrated at present, 
and on the wrong side. Duties are laid upon the matertals of manu- 
factures, and upon manufactures themselves. Taxes are levied 
upon the ¢asurance of a freight, upon the dzd/s with which articles 
ave purchased, upon receipts when accounts are paid, and upon 
licences to exercise some particular business. Nor should it be for- 
gotten, that if five millions were raised by means of a Property- 
tax, nearly three millions would at once be devoted to the equalz- 
zation of its present pressure on property, by repealing the taxes 
on Auctions, Houses and Windows (for, objectionable as my Lord 
and Sir Roserr may think the principle of a tax on Property, ¢é 
is in full existence at present, partially, oppressively, unjustly) : 
and if the remaining two millions were employed in relieving ‘‘the 
pressure upon the springs of industry,” let it be remembered, as 
a set-off, that upwards of twenty-five millions would still be 
raised by taxes on articles of consumption,—which by increasing 
the cost of subsisting the workmen, tend to expose the manufac- 
turing and trading interests to injurious competition with other 
countries, where the necessaries of life are cheap and the wages of 
labour low. 
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It was also maintained ‘by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
that a Property-tax, if imposed, should be a large one. hy? 
There is no new machinery requisite for its collection; the Tax 
and Dividend Offices, which would perform the duty, already 
exist, and they would have little more to do than they do at pre- 
sent. If, on a comprehensive review of our “ whole financial sys- 
tem,” it be found that its most marked defects can be got rid of by 
a tax of about 1s. in the pound in conjunction with other sources 
of supply, where, oh Chancellor! is the indispensable law of 
Finance which renders a “large” one expedient ? 

Let us not be understood as arguing that a Property-tax is a 
desirable thing per se. Taxation is but a choice of evils; the 
wise and honest will choose the least: but after wisdom and ho- 
nesty have done their best, forty-five or fifty millions of money can 
never be raised pleasantly and easily to the payers. We have 
steadily advocated a Property-tax, because we conceive that there 
is no justice in throwing the whole weight of the taxes on pro- 
perty upon: one particular kind of property; because, though a 
tax of this kind may occasionally fall hard upon individuals, the 





taxes it would supersede are pressing heavily upon the bulk of | 


the people ; and finally, because, if it has a tendency (which is, 
however, we conceive, practically inoperative) to check the accu- 
mulation of wealth, the taxes its produce would abolish actually 
prevent the creating of wealth. 





SIR JOHN HOBHOUSE'S RESIGNATIONS. 
OFFICIAL REPRESENTATIVES. 

We have more than once stated our opinion, that the obedience to 
Treasury mandates which is expected from a Government official, 
and the duties of a representative of a populous district in the 
Reformed Parliament, would be found to clash. The votes given 
on Sir Joun Key's motion exemplify this point. In the Metro- 
politan districts, the great mass of the population are extremely 
urgent for the repeal of the House and Window tax; and it is 
quite impossible that their representatives, had they consulted the 
wishes of their constituents, should have supported the Govern- 
ment on the important division of Tuesday last. But the inti- 
mation from the Treasury was found to be all-powerful with the 
possessors or expectants of place; and accordingly, Mr. Roperr 
Grant, Sir WitttiAmM Horne, Dr. LusHinetron, and Mr. 
WitxiiaAm Brovenam, threw their constituents overboard, and 
united with the Ministry in forcing them to continue the payment 
of a tax which they might be almost said to have been es- 
pecially elected to repeal. Theré was, however, one distin- 
guished exception to this general defection on the part of the 
place-holding and place-coveting members for the Metropolis— 
that of Sir Joun Hosunovse; who gave up his post as Secretary 
for Ireland, and his seat as Representative for Westminster, rather 
than be compelled to vote with his constituents in opposition to 
the Ministry, or with the Ministry in opposition to his constituents. 
This double resignation has been extolled as an effort of almost 
superhuman virtue. The Times of Wednesday concludes an eu- 
logistic article on the subject in these words— 

* He (Sir John Hobhouse) exhibits a purity of principle for which we 
should in vain look for a parallel. It is a pity that such a man should be both 
out of Parliament and out of office; and yet his full merit could hardly have 
been known without the noble and unsolicited surrender of those honours.” 

Now all this is very fine; and we have assuredly no desire to 
impute wrong motives to Sir Joann Hosnouss, or to depreciate 
his praiseworthy actions. But still it will be as well to examine a 
little more closely into his conduct as a public man, and Member 
for Westminster, upon this occasion. 

Sir Joun refused, as is well known, to give any pledges to the 
electors of Westminster; and he grounded the propriety and jus- 
tice of his refusal upon the fact, that during may years of Parlia- 
mentary service, he had uniformly and faithfully represented the 
wishes of his constituents; and that it was little less than an in- 
sult to impute to him the possibility of turning craven to the 
popular cause, because he had taken office. As there was no 
question at all, therefore, that the great body of the Westminster 
electors were determined, if possible, to procure the repeal of the 
House and Window tax, and as Sir JoHN continued to pique 
himself upon the scrupulous regard which he paid to the wishes 
of his constituents, his vote for Sir Jonn Key's motion was 
‘counted upon as certain. Moreover, he headed the Westminster 
deputation to Lord Attnorp, and urged upon him the necessity 
of taking off the unpopular impost; informing him at the same 
time, that all the Metropolitan Members would vote against its con- 
tinuance. Up tothe very day when the subject was to be brought 
forward in Parliament, the expectation that he would warmly 
second the mover for the repeal, was general and well-founded. 
But how has he fulfilled these most just expectations? We are 
compelled to say that he has grossly falsified them. He slunk 
away from the battle in very pitiable style. It was clearly his 
first duty to represent the notorious wishes of his constituents; 
and if, as it unfortunately appears to be the case, those wishes 
‘and the views of the Administration of which he formed a part 
were at variance, it then became his duty to resign his office, 
and keep his seat—at least until the Westminster electors could 
procure a successor upon whom they might more justly depend in 
the hour of trial. As it is, although four fifths of the inhabitants 
of Westminster are heartily opposed to the House and Window 
tax, one of their representatives voted for its continuance, and the 


other did not vote at all. Is not this a perfect mockery of popular 
representation ? 





But it will be said, that the question was not that of a mere re- 
peal of the House and Window tax—that other matters were mixed 
upalong with it, which materially altered its complexion. This we 
deny: Sir Joun Key's motion was simple and direct—“ that it 
was expedient to grant relief to his Majesty's subjects by repealing 
that portion of the Assessed Taxes charged on inhabited Hétions 
and Windows.” This was the very plain question on which Sir 
Joun Hosnovse was called upon to vote. Ministers thought fit to 
propose an amendment, which embraced the consideration of the re- 
peal of the Malt-duty and the imposition of a tax on Property and 
Income; but this was not the motion which he was called to give an 
opinion upon, except that it should not be allowed to stand as a 
negative to the proposition which he was bound in duty and in 
honour to support. It would, indeed, be a very easy matter to 
procure the rejection of any motion, if, in order to do so, it were 
only required to propose some puzzling amendment to it. 

But, granting that a vote for the repeal of the House and Win- 
dow tax necessarily implied a readiness to vote for a Property-tax 
—not a tax on property and income, as it was falsely put by Lord 
A.ruorp and Mr. Baring—did this alternative come suddenly 
upon Sir Joun? Isit not one, on the contrary, which has been 
the subject of discussion among all rational persons who have 
written or spoken upon the subject of taxation for many months 
past? That in the present state of the revenue and expenditure 
any very large sum could be remitted unless a substitute was 
found for it, none but visionaries ever supposed. We say, then, 
that as a statesman and legislator, and a representative of the 
first city in the empire, Sir Joun Hosuovuss ought to have made 
up his mind upon this point long ago. He ought to have foreseen 
the necessity of reverting to a Property-tax, if the Assessed 
Taxes, or the principal part of them, were abolished, and regu- 
lated his electioneering professions and Parliamentary votes ac- 
cordingly. 

We have taken it for granted that Sir Joan Hosnousr’s re- 
signations are both bond fide—that he will refuse to come forward 
again as a candidate for Westminster, and that Lord Grey must 
appoint another Irish Secretary. We know that suspicions are 
entertained that there is a good deal of manceuvering at the bottom 
of this affair; but we are unwilling to believe Sir Jonn Hos- 
HOUSE guilty of the trickery and deep dissimulation which such 
a suspicion necessarily implies. 

The truth is, Sir Jonn Hopwouse is not the man for West- 
minster. He might make a good Minister, but he must ever be 
an incompetent representative of “the first constituency in the 
kingdom.” He refines, when he should decide; he places himself 
in a false position, and complains that he is not comfortable; he 
undertakes a duty, and is driven into a dilemma by a puzzle; and, 
by way of saving both his honour and his trouble, he deserts his 
place and cuts his constituents. 

The Ministers of the Crown must have official seats set apart 
for them. 





SUBSERVIENCY OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Sixry years ago, Mr. Burxg, in one of the earliest and perhaps 
the best of his political works, the Thoughts on the Cause of the 
Present Discontents, advised the electors of Great Britain “ to con- 
sider in a particular manner the notorious infidelity and versatility 
of members of Parliament in their opinions of men and things.” 
This was written in the days of the Earl of Burr's ascendancy at 
Court, when that shrewd parasite of the Monarch, and haughty 
despiser of popular rights, dealt about his jobs to the right and 
left, and made smooth the road for political vacillation and cor | 
ruption. Parliamentary “ versatility” in those times was produced 
by the basest means—by the application of bribes in the most pal- 
pable form. Those days are passed away ; and we presume that 
there are few indeed, if any, among our Representatives, whom a 
Minister of the Crown would dare to insult by the direct offer of a 
place or pension as an inducement for them to break faith with 
their constituents, or to give two precisely opposite votes on the 
same question within the same week. Still, however, the events 
of the last few days must be sufficient to convince every thought- 
ful man, that Burke's caution to the electors against the “ no- 
torious infidelity and versatility of members of Parliament,” is any 
thing but superfluous at the present time—even although our Mi- 
nisters are virtuous, and our representative system has been re- 
formed. 

The vote of the House of Commons on Tuesday last, by which 
the resolution of the previous Friday, taking off upwards of 
two millions of taxes, was rescinded, and the most unpopular 
impost of the day, the House and Window tax, fastened upon the 
people, has led us to make the foregoing observations. That vote, 
if we take into view its probable consequences, proximate and re§ 
mote, cannot but be regarded as one of deep importance. -It will 
be worth while to bestow a little time in reflecting upon its proba- 
ble, if not necessary results. 

It must tend to destroy the confidence of the nation in the 
Reformed House of Commons. What guarantee can we be fairly 
said to possess, that again and again its most solemn decisions 
may not be overturned by a strong muster of Ministerial parti- 
sans, summoned for the occasion, more majorum,—that is to say, 
collected from Bellamy’s, the club-houses, the coteries and waltz- 
ing-parties of the West end, and poured into St. Stephen's to do 
the bidding of the Treasury Whipper-in, and reimpose taxes 
which a few nights before the House had pledged itself to remove? 

The strong resemblance between the Reformed and the old 
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Rotten Borough Parliaments was disgustingly evinced by the 
proceedings of Tuesday night. The Ministry trampled upon the 
professed independence of the House, and called upon it to register 
their edicts, under the threat of resigning their places! Many 
members did not scruple to avow that they voted with the 
Ministry under the fear that they would resign, if left in a mino- 
rity. e recommend the electors whom those members profess to 
represent, to call upon them to declare, how far they mean to carry 
this principle of subserviency to Ministers? Where do they mean 
to turn round and face them? Are they prepared to pass any mea- 
sure—to rescind any previous resolution, if it should seem good 
to Lord Atrnorp to say that he will resign if they prove restive, 
and presume to obey the wishes of their constituents in preference 
to his dictates ? 

If the members of the House of Commons act consistently upon 
the principle which influenced so many, probably the majority of 
them, to vote for the continuance of the House and Window tax, 
—namely, that of considering the stability of Earl Grey’s Admi- 
nistration as the one thing needful,—they must not only rescind 


must also abstain from bringing forward any measure of import- 
ance without the sanction of the Ministerial leader previously ob- 
tained. For if, by any chance, such a measure should be carried 





offensive craft,—in short, to perpetuate the very system which “has 
hitherto made India, with the English public, an irksome and‘un- 
popular topic. The habit of dabbling in Indian details, or even a 
local knowledge of India, is by no means necessary for directing 
the home administration of India. Quite the contrary ; they may 
be even mischievous. A witness is very useful and necessary in 
a court of justice, but no one thinks of placing him in the judg- 
ment-seat. Ina Parliamentary inquiry into Slavery and the Tim- 
ber-trade, the evidence of a West India planter and a shipowner 
may be necessary; but no one thinks of making a West India 


| planter ora shipowner a Colonial Secretary or an Under Secretary of 
| State. No one thinks that sea captains, commodores, and admirals, 


are the only men from among whom to choose First Lords of the 
Admiralty. No one imagines that clerks in the Foreign Office, and 
attachés to Legations, are the only men who ought to rise to the sta- 
tion of Foreign Secretaries. On the same principle, can any thing 
be more ridiculous than to think that for the mere purpose of secur- 
ing a greater share of permanency in the home administration of 


t c f | India, the destinies of the Indian empire should be confided to re- 
any disagreeable resolutions which they may have passed, but | 


tired collectors of the Indian Land-tax—to retired framers and 
expounders of “the Company's Regulations"—to retired agents 


| of the Company's monopolies of salt and opium—to retired tea su- 


in the teeth of Government opposition to it, Lord AttHorp | 
would threaten to resign; the cry would be raised that “ the | 


Ministry is in danger!” and the penitent members would sue to 
be forgiven, at the expense of their own characters and the na- 


percargoes—to retired commanders of merchant ships—and to actual 
London bankers and traders? Yes, there is one thing more 
ridiculous and extravavagant than all this,—namely, that the 


| persons thus mentioned should be chosen by the holders of a cer- 


tional good. The simple innocence of doing nothing would in | 


that case be real wisdom; and the representation of the people 
would be a bitter mockery. 

Some of the consequences of the vote on Tuesday are sure 
to be seen at the next election, come when it may. Those who 


have been opposed to the exaction of pledges,—and we are among | 


the number,—will now be the foremost to insist upon their being | 


given. Few now, thanks to the blunders of their Ministerial 
leaders, will regain their seats for populous and extended districts 
at the next election, unless under the most distinct pledges to 
shorten the duration of Parliaments, and to resign their places 
when called upon to do so by a majority of those whom they have 
ceased to represent. There is an end to the idle talk of the 
finality of the Reform Bill. In several important particulars it 
has not worked well. The repeal of the Septennial Act has be- 
come a sine qua non. The Members of Parliament have not the 
fear of their constituents before their eyes. They trust to the 
lapse of some five or six years to mitigate the displeasure which 
their present conduct may excite; and, as in former times, they 
intend to disarm opposition by some popular votes in favour of 
economy and reform during the /as¢ session. 

The excuse oftered by Ministers for refusing to consider the 
vote of the House of Commons for the reduction of the Malt-duty 
as a definitive one, is, that the House was a thin one; consisting 
of only 316 members. The flimsiness of this excuse is transparent. 
Must a House of Commons be regularly packed, in order to make 
a vote for the reduction of a tax valid; while a mere quorum of 
forty members is held to be sufficient to impose any new burdens, 
and sanction the most extravagant expenditure of public money ? 
If Sir Witi1am INeGiLsBy's motion had been rejected, would the 
Government have sanctioned an attempt by one of the minority to 
reopen the question? The terms unprecedented, unparliamentary, 
disrespectful to the House, and so forth, would have been lavishly 
applied to such conduct. With what show of decency, then, can 
Ministers urge this excuse? Can they possibly imagine that it 
will impose upon the nation for an hour ? The House of Commons, 
however, thought fit to accept it; and have thereby done more 
in a single night to prove the necessity of further organic reforms 
in our representative system, than all the logic and declamation 
of the advocates for Short Parliaments and the Vote by Ballot 
could have effected in the course of years. 





THE FUTURE GOVERNMENT OF BRITISH INDIA. 
Tue article in our last Number on this subject has, we are grati- 
fied to think, contributed materially to direct public attention to 
the true merits of the scheme propounded for the future ad- 
ministration of India. Friends and foes have suggested several 
popular or vulgar objections to our plan for the assumption of the 
government of India by the Crown, exclusive of that which re- 
gards the patronage, already sufficiently disposed of. These ob- 
jections we shall now endeavour to obviate. 

If, say the objectors, the government of India be vested in the 
Crown, it will fluctuate with every change of Administration ; 
whereas the government of a country so peculiarly cireumstanced 





as India ought to be as stable and permanent as possible,—ought, | 


in a word, to be vested in the hands of an experienced, unchanging 
body, unconnected with party. The great absurdity of this no- 
tion is, that it would go to place the patronage and administration 
of India in men beyond the control of the Legislature and of the pub- 
lic. To render the thing complete, the next proposal ought to 
be, to make the home administration of India hereditary. Every 
statesman in this country, pretending to direct its destinies, ought 
to be acquainted with every branch of its administration, Colonial 
as well as Domestic ; and, of course, with the affairs of the seventy 
millions of British subjects in India, in common with the rest. 
To isolate so great a branch of the national interests, and to con- 


fide it toa peculiar set of men, would be to create an Indian go- 


verning caste,—to convert the administration of an empire into an 
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tain annuity—by the old men and old women whose selfish brawl- 
ing has for the last three weeks proclaimed to the world their in- 
difference to India or their ignorance of it. 

The next objection to the assumption of the government of 


| India by the Crown, is drawn from the acknowledged bad Colonial 


management of the latter, and the supposed better management of 
the Company. There is here an obvious begging of the question. 
The bad management of the Crown, a comparatively easy and 
circumscribed subject, is tolerably well known, and even familiar 
to the British public. The management of the Company—a wide, 
difficult, and much-mystified question—is scarcely known at all; 
and of course, of what is little known no distinct evil can sbe pre- 
dicated. We make bold at once to assert, that the Crown, since it 
first possessed colonies, from the reign of James the First to the 
present hour, has hardly possessed one that did not advance to 
prosperity with a rapidity unknown in any portion of the territo- 
ries under the management of the East India Company. We 
further make bold to say, that there is not a colony of the Crown 
which, in any period of its history, would not either have sunk 
under, or been driven into rebellion by one half the exclusive mo- 
nopolies and heavy taxation which the Company has inflicted on 
the territories subject to its management. The patient Hindus 
bore these inflictions, because, bad as they were, they had been for 
ages inured even to worse. It would be to reason most inconse- 
quentially, to argue, that, because speaking in a foreign language, 
at the distance of half the globe, and with a rude hand clapped on 
their mouths, we did not hear their complaints, they had really 
less reason to complain than those who are nearer home, and have 
the power to make their grievances known in our common 
language. 

We shall not unfairly compare the progress of the Company's 
territories, inhabited and settled by semibarbarous Asiatics, with 
that of colonies settled by Englishmen in new and unoccupied 
lands ; but we may safely compare the advance of the Indian ter- 
ritories with that of slave colonies acquired by the Crown from 
foreign nations. We have one of these in the East Indies, the 
Mauritius. This contains an area of about 250 square miles, 
with a population of 100,000 inhabitants, with a soil somewhat 
thin, and a climate exposed to hurricanes; and it has been three- 
and-twenty years in our possession. It produced no sugar when 
it was conquered. It now exports to Great Britain about half a 
million of hundredweights of sugar yearly; being more than double 
the quantity imported from the whole of the East India Company’s 
territories,—of territories more than two thousand times its extent, 
—containing seventy thousand times the number of inhabitants,— 
and moreover, the native land of the sugar-cane, and the parent 
country of the invention of the manufacture of sugar! No 
doubt the discriminating duty on sugar has contributed to this re- 
markable result; but the free application of British skill, industry, 
and capital (carefully excluded from the Company’s territories), a 
great deal more. In the same manner, Dutch Guiana, ceded to us 
but eighteen years ago, furnishes Great Britain with more than 
Sour times as much sugaras Bengal, which has helonged to the Com- 
pany for nearly eighty years. Our quondam colonies in America, 
with a slave population (and here there is no discriminating duty 
to complain of), furnish to the greatest of our manufactures three- 
and-twenty times the quantity of raw material, and all of a better 
quality, than British India does; although in the former cotton 
was not cultivated for exportation forty years ago, whereas in the 
latter the plant and the manufacture have been known from the 
earliest antiquity, and familiar to the inhabitants of India when 
unknown, except through them, to the rest of the world. 

The island of Ceylon is a Crown colony; and its mismanage- 
ment has often been contrasted with the supposed better manage- 
ment of the Company’s territories adjoining to it. This, to all ap- 
pearance, is bringing the relative management of the two parties 
concerned, to the test of experience : let us therefore analyse the 
example. In the first place, it is to be observed, that Ceylon, 
compared with almost any considerable portion of the Company's 
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dominions, possesses- but an unfruitful soil, an caeeleey 
climate, and a barbarous and scanty population. — The land which 
affords its most remarkable product, cinnamon, is a barren sand ; 
and its most industrious inhabitants are a few emigrants from the 
continent. In no age and under no rule has it possessed fertility 
enough, or industry enough, to raise for itself a sufficient supply 
of bread corn, which it has invariably received largely from its 
neighbours. The progress of such a country can no more be com- 
pared in fairness with the progress of the Company's territories, than 
that of a Portuguese or Russian colony, established in a poor 
country and unfavourable climate, with a colony of Englishmen 


founded in a fertile country andan auspicious climate. Then, Cey- | 


lon, for the first seven years of our possession of it, was under the 
management of the East India Company ; and down to the pre- 
sent year, that is, for a period of very nearly forty years, it has been 
managed by the Crown on the pure model of the Company's govern- 
ments, with their monopolies, their priv ileged civil service, and 
their grinding taxation; and it is the only colony of the Crown 
that has ever been so administered. With the explanation now 
given, we shall find that the management of the Crown in Ceylon, 
notwithstanding its many sins and jobs, has still some advan- 
tages over that of the Company. In Ceylon, it is the object of the 
King’s Government to confirm a private right of property in the 
soil to the native inhabitants: in the Company’s provinces, for the 
last thirty years, the object aimed at, with great industry and con- 
siderable ingenuity, has been to obliterate it, by taking the entire 
rent as tax. In Ceylon, British subjects may hold land, and Bri- 
tish skill and industry are expressly invited to improve the coun- 
try: in the Company's territories, the owning of land by British 
subjects, and the express exclusion of British skill and industry 


from the country, are among the most fundamental principles of 


the administration. In Ceylon, Englishmen may travel all over 
the island without a passport: in the Company's territory, no 
Englishman must presume, without express leave, to go beyond 
ten miles from the capitals, at the risk of being banished, or 
“ deemed to be illegally trading,” (albeit a botanist or geologist), 
and prosecuted in the King’s Bench, paying double costs of suit 
in that enviable situation, for his impertinent curiosity. In Cey- 
lon, civiland military salaries are comparatively moderate: in the 
Company's territories, they are invariably from 25 to 50 and 
even 100 per cent. higher. In Ceylon, the Whig Ministry, under 
the auspices of a Reformed Parliament, has just done away with 
forced services, purveyance, and the cinnamon monopoly : in many 
of the Company’s territories, forced services and purveyance still 
exist, and the salt monopoly exists everywhere. These are samples ; 
and as we have here pointed out the truth for the first time, we 
beg the reader to attend to our statement. 

The advocates of the existing system complain of the encroach- 
ments of the Crown,—very thoughtlessly and very inconsistently. 
According to the Company and its friends, their administration 
has, in every age of it, been quite perfect, and never ought to have 
been interfered with by meddling Ministers and meddling Par- 
liaments. Under Curves, and after the battle of Plassey, when 
the rapacity of the Company's servants would have disgraced the 
conduct of a horde of Tartars, the interference of Parliament was 
loudly exclaimed against. When Parliament interfered in 1773, 
the happiness of the people of India and the good of England 
were the sole motives which induced the benevolent Company to 
resist its encroachment. When, ten years after, Mr. Fox was on 
the point of establishing for India the only fair form of adminis- 
tration ever contemplated for the country, the East India Com- 
pany became again alarmed for the happiness of Hindus and the 
welfare of Englishmen; it intrigued successfully, and drove the 
encroacher on Indian happiness and British prosperity from the 
administration. The deprecated interference, however, was car- 
ried into effect in another form; and in 1793, after ten years’ trial, 
the system was declared to be once more perfect. It was perfect 
before the interference of the Board of Control, and perfect after it. 
Notwithstanding the perfection which preceded 1793, some 
changes were forced upon the Company in that year also. With 
these changes, the system worked admirably in 1813; and the 
nation was entreated, as it valued its own honour and prosperity, 
and the happiness of the people of India, not to alter a tittle of the 
existing system. Greater innovations than ever were perpetrated 
in that year; and after twenty years’ experience, the Company 
again declares that perfection has been attained; and we are once 
more implored, “as we love the Hindus and dear tea,” to attempt 
no more rash innovations. 

Our inconsiderate monopolists wholly forget, that Parliament 
has encroached on every practicable occasion for more than sixty 
years; and that every fresh encroachment, even by their own con- 
fession, has been followed by some amelioration in the govern- 
ment of India, and by some advantage to the people of England. 
They forget that, under the pure unmixed administration of the 
Company, India was the victim of an extent of avarice, anarchy, 
and spoliation, of which there is no modern European example, 
except in the conquests of Mexico and Peru in the sixteenth cen- 
tury ; and that, always in proportion as the Crown has succeeded 
in taking a share in the Indian administration, has that adminis- 
tration been improved and India prospered ;—the worthy Company 
all the while deprecating change, and loudly complaining of vio- 
lated rights at each successive encroachment. 

Exclusive of direct and substantial responsibility, the great 
advantage of having the Indian administration conducted by 
the Ministers of the Crown, over an administration con- 





ducted by any joint-stock association, is that a responsible 
Minister can have no interest separate and distinct from that 
of the country governed. The interest of the East India Com- 
pany has heretofore been distinct from that of the people of 
India. The interest of the people of India is to be well go- 
verned; and, as an important element in it, to be lightly taxed. 
The prominent interest of the East India Company has been to 
secure or increase the dividends; and therefore to tax India as 
heavily as India can bear without risk of revolt. This has in fact 
been done. Every new tax that could be thought of has been im- 
posed ; and no tax once imposed has ever been relinquished, except 
onan experience ofits utter unproductiveness, or when the Company 
has been compelled to abandon it by actual rebellion, of which 
there have been several examples. This insuperable objection 
lies against the new association projected,—a fact which must be 
obvious to any one who has attended to the late discussions at the 
India House, where, instead of the interests of the people of 
India, we had the weary debates of hours and days on such miserable 
topics as “ guarantee funds,” “surplus revenues,” “assets,” and 
“* profit and loss.” 





THE COLDNESS OF POLITICAL ECONOMY. 

“It was only a year ago, that the House heard that thousands of the people of 
Ireland were obliged to go on the sea-shore, and picked up the sea-weed for food. 
Were those suffering beings, who could scarcely stand up in the attitude of hu- 
man beings, to be driven, to appeal to the cold calculations of political economy ?” 
—Mr. D. W. Harvey's Speech on Mr. Richards’s proposal of Poor-Laws. 
for Ireland. 

A defect in education occurring in the case of an ingenious and 
in other respects able man, in some circumstances becomes in the 
highest degree mischievous. If such persons would be ignorant 
and silent at the sametime, there would be no harm done; but, 
unfortunately, conceit its too frequently the companion of partial 
ability ; and envy also, of those who excel in the department they 
fail in, is too often found in the same society. 

Mr. Harvey speaks with contempt of the “ cold calculations of 
Political Economy,” because this science will not fill the stomachs 
of a hungry population with a miraculous supply of loaves and fishes. 
Suppose a vessel at sea, tossed about the ocean without compass, 
or the means of making an observation; the navigators conse- 
quently ignorant where they were, or where to steer, with death 
by famine and shipwreck staring the unhappy crew in the face: 
what would be said of a passenger who should begin to sneer at the 
cold calculations of astronomy? True, lunar observations will not 
fill the belly or replenish the water-casks; but, in the first place, 
had these cold calculations been properly made, they would have 
prevented the occurrence of distress ; and, secondly, they are the 
best means of obviating the recurrence or the continuation of the 
misfortune. The best thing for the moment, certainly, would be 
for a well-supplied ship to heave in sight, and administer to all 
their present wants; and this is, perhaps, all that an ignorant 
person would think of: were he also conceited, he might ridicule 
the coldness of science, that will not instantly clothe the naked 
or feed the hungry. 

Why is Political Economy called cold ? would it be any better if 
it were hot. The science of public wealth is yet but very imper- 
fectly understood: the subject matter is vastly complicated; and 
the truth is, the calculations applied to it have not hitherto been 
cold enough. 





THE GREAT THEATRES. 


Tue Theatrical Monopoly is breaking up of itself. The two huge 
overgrown houses, which have long been tottering to their fall, are 
now tumbling in upon the heads of’ their lessees. Covent Garden 
is to be closed to-day. Laporre finds it a less ruinous loss to pay 
the rent of 45/. nightly and shut up his theatre, than to keep it 
open and continue to employ his company at a nightly expense of 
2002. or 250/.; and this too ata time when KNow es’s successful 
play is bringing numerous audiences every night. There must 
be some radical defect in the system which produces such results, 
as a loss of fifteen or twenty thousand pounds (as some say) toone 
manager in the course of one season, and five-and-twenty thousand, 
to another in two or three. The fact is, that it isa disease of ex- 
cess. The monopoly has gorged itself into a plethora, that 
has turned into dropsy. The houses are too large; the rent is 
too high; the performers are too numerous; their salaries are in 
many cases too great; the performances are too long; they are 
got up in too costly a manner; and the prices of admission are 
too much. The management is conducted ona bad system. The 
principle of division of labour is unknown in theatres. The good- 
ness, cheapness, and facility of enjoying theatrical entertainment, 
do not keep pace with the progress of economy and the wants of 
the public, and the increase in the number of social enjoyments. 
If people can be amused at a better and cheaper rate at home, 
with books, music, and conversation, they will not pay to be indif- 
ferently entertained at a show-shop. “Good and cheap” must 
now be the motto of every caterer for the public, from the mana- 
ger of a theatre to the Chancellor of the Exchequer. Each of 
the great theatres has several imperfect companies to pay; and 
on noone night do they employ half their force. Unite the two 
establishments, and an efficient company for Tragedy, Comedy, 
Opera, Ballet, &c. may be formed; and the single theatre may 
have a double attraction, at about half the cost. 

But in the mean time, what is to become of the actors? Three 
hundred persons are in an instant thrown out of bread, with the 
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families dependent upon them. If the manager is ruined by keep- 


ing open the theatre, it is quite clear the actors cannot keep it ‘ 


open. It is said that Laporte offered them half salaries, which 
they refused. Better lose part than all, we should think. Many 
of the actors might be well content withone third; but these are 
precisely those who will have all or none, and whom the sudden 
loss of salary will less affect. The multitude are less able to make 
such a sacrifice, and perhaps more willing, dreading the destitution 
that. must otherwise ensue. 

At the same time, we hardly think the Manager is justified in 
proceeding! in this summary manner. Is his engagement all on 
one side? He can compel actors to fulfil their engagements to 
him; have they no claim upon him? Laporrz, it is said, con- 
templates reopening the theatre with a French company and 
PaGanint. This should not be. We hope the Lord Chamber- 
lain will not suffer it. 

It is.said that the discarded company have applied for the 
Chamberlain's licence for the Olympic. We doubt not it will be 
granted. But that theatre will not hold money enough to pay the 
principal actors their present high salaries; Let each be paid only 
what his talent is worth, and the speculation may succeed. We 
should like to see KNowLEs and ELLEN TREE ona smaller stage. 

HarrzincGeEr’s indisposition has deferred the commencement of 
the German Operas at Drury Lane till next week, when they open 
with Fidelio. No one can complain of want of variety at this 
house: BEETHOVEN one night, and Bre.Luini the next! like the 
showman who exhibited in the same room “ the celebrated Irish 
Giant” and the “wonderful Dwarf.” Fidelio will be followed by 
Die Zauberflitte, Le. deux Journées (of CueRunin1), Faust, and 
Jessonda. 

At the Italian Opera, they must put up with such pieces as 
they have; and accordingly, Pasra made her first appearance, on 
Thursday, in Betiini's Anna Bolena. 





ROSSINI IN PERFECTION. 


THE opera of Saturday and of Tuesday night was the first com- 
plete performance at the King’s Theatre that we have witnessed 
for some years. Whenever there has been any attraction here, it 
has usually centered in one singer,— Pasta, Sonrac, or Mati- 
BRAN. All the rest had better have been omitted. Mutilated or 
diluted in this way, even the operas of Rossin1 have not had fair 
play, and may be said to have been unheard. Thus, in La Cene- 
rentola, the principal personage has sometimes been the heroine, 
sometimes the count, and sometimes his valet: but on the pre- 
sent occasion, each character occupied the station allotted to it 
by the author; each being efficiently, admirably, sustained. Cint1 
was Cenerentola, TAMBURINI Dandini, Donze.xi1 Ramiro, and 
ZucwHELLi Don Magnijico. The opera, in itself, is but a second- 
rate affair; and repeated exhibitions of it have worn off the little 
gloss which it originally possessed: but in such hands no beauty 
was lost, and much was added. In estimating the performance 
of such ‘a work, we must judge of it as what it is, and regard it as 
expressly written with a view to embellishment: hence, those 
eternal roulades which would be unseemly excrescences on the 
airs of Mozart, become beauties when appended to those of Ros- 
stint. The school of the latter is, for this reason among others, 
essentially feeble. No singer can supply an eternal variety of 
ornament; he is. therefore obliged to have continual recourse to 
the same. In exuberance, TamBURINI distanced all his competi- 
tors, and won from the audience, for that reason, the laurel of vic- 
tory. But Tampurini can do more and better than this. The 
fine, round quality of his tone, his energy, his ease and _self-pos- 
session, enable him to sustain characters of a much higher order 
than Dandini; and in such we hope to see him. But the King’s 
Theatre is a bad school for a singer, and that TamBuRin1 feels 
and knows. He has noted the weak points of his auditors, and 
while he laughs at their folly, ministers to it. ZucHELLI1 has lost 
some of his power since his last visit to this country; but his per- 
sonation of Don Magnifico was all that the character required. 
Crnt1 was still suffering, in a degree, from her late indisposition ; 
but with this abatement, her performance possessed all its wonted 
claims to our admiration. 





TAGLIONI'S RETURN. 
As the night of TaGrioni's reappearance drew nigh, we began to 
fear that our recollections of the departed sylph HeserLte might 
be in danger of being effaced by the featly foot of the new charmer, 
like devices chalked on the floor of a ball-room. We thought that, 
in comparison with her, the ELsLrers might seem mere automata, 
Pavutine Lerovx subside into a pretty dancer, and DuveRNay be 
remembered but as a feeble copy of a fine original. We had over- 
looked the fact, that since the time when TaGuiont1 first bewitched 
us by her transcendent skill, facility, grace, and delicacy, the bal- 
let had acquired new strength of wing, and had taken a wider and 
loftier flight. TAGL1ont is no longer the sole divinity of the ballet, 
though she is peerless and unrivalled; she is, as we formerly called 
her, the Queen of the fairy court, and has now descended upon tip- 
toe on her vacant throne. Hesrrue is still enshrined in our me- 
mory, the spirit of the dance. Tactiont reigns supreme on the 
boards. She is still the same graceful and lady-like dancer. Her 
style is equally facile and finished; and she displays increased 
power and command of limb and agility of movement. She asto- 
nishes as well as delights. She achieves some of the feats of Hz- 





BERLE atid Brug@Noti, and eclipsés the Exs.ersevén in their own 
sphere. She tripped across the stage on one foot aloné, Waving the 
other backward and forward all the While, with inconceivable grace, 
ease, and apparent enjoyment, Her frequent pirouettes are as 
smooth and airy as the curling of a falling leaf in an eddy of air; 
and she rests on tiptoe as lightly as a feather on the point of its 
quill. Her movements are as flowing and continuous as ever; 
and herein she surpasses all other dancers. She accomplishes 
the most difficult attitudes without the demonstration of violent 
effort ; and there is no abruptness in her transitions from one step 
to another. Hers is the conscious elegance of the finished lady. 

Still the Exsters maintain their position: though they seem 
to step forward and exhibit their art, rather than to use it to fasci- 
nate us as TAGLIONI does. HxEnrerLE showed more enjoyment in 
dancing,—as if it were the kind of motion most natural and agree- 
able to her. Tagironi and the Exsters display ; but the latter, 
to make us admire them, the former apparently to please us. 
Fanny Exs.er’s staccato step on the point of the toe, as if her 
feet were cribbage-pegs, and she were tripping along the board, 
pegging in every hole, is unique. PauLtinze Leroux never 
danced better than on this night. The emulation of all was ex- 
cited; and Taguion's attractive manner alone secured her the 
triumph. 

The dull divertissement of Flore et Zephyr was revived on 
Saturday, for TAGLIoN1's reappearance; and it drove many of the 
audience from the house before the conclusion, by its tediousness. 
It should have been reduced to a mere trellis-work, enclositig 
the lily Tagrioni, those tall holly-oaks the Exsters, the 
honeysuckle Paving, the clematis Procue, and the humbler 
flowers of the parterre. Monsieur Daumont, a young dancer of 
great promise, displayed skill and activity of a superior order. 
His figure is light, and well-formed, and his style is free and 
chaste, with a considerable degree of finish. He does not, however, 
as yet evince any remarkable amount of grace or sentiment. The 
absence of GuERiNoT threw upon him a double share of exertion; 
and he danced almost incessantly, being only once relieved by 
ALBERT, who had but little todo. The pas des guirlandes was 
somewhat too artificial. It may be very well for Taciion1, who 
does every thing gracefully, to use a garland of flowers as a skip- 
ping-rope, and as a stirrup; but we would fain excuse the whole 
corps de ballet from attempting to imitate her. It is like the dril- 
ling of an awkward squad; and turns TAG ion1 into a saltatorial 
fuglewoman. 

An Italian ballet is announced: we hope it has dramatic action. 
AxBert, Couton, and Pautine Leroux, are seen to so much 
advantage in ballet-pantomime; and audiences accustomed to 
Masaniello, Kenilworth, and Faust, now require the excitement of 
dramatic interest and the relief of action in a ballet. 


MATHEWS'S COMIC ANNUAL. 

Tue manner of telling a droll story, of describing an odd incident, 
and depicting a humorous character, constitutes more than half 
the fun. Maruews, therefore, is sure to amuse; for whatever his 
matter may be, his manner is always effective. Nevertheless, his 
success in entertaining his audience must depend, in some degree, 
upon the wit and originality of his author. Not all his piquancy 
and vivacity can sufficiently enliven a dull subject. MarHews, 
in bringing out his budget of fun this year, has to contend against 
some little amount of deud-weight, and the patience of his audience 
was too much faved on the first night; but prompt retrenchment 
will remove the slight pressure, and give due effect to his ways 
and means of affording them amusement. 

The introduction of this his fourteenth annual “ At Home,” is 
felicitously couched in Parliamentary phrase; and being very 
neat and pointed, told effectively. Every sentence elicited a burst 
of laughter; although, as he observed, he could now boast of 
having transported hundreds for fourteen years. The veteran Re- 
corder of the fullies of the days looks as hale and hearty as ever. 
His vigour and animal spirits seem unabated. His style, always 
‘finished, has become thoroughly mellowed by time and experience. 
Though he limps in his gait, he does not come halting off: and if 
this were the last entertainment—as we devoutly hope it is not— 
it would by no means be a lame and impotent conclusion. The 
curve of his leg, and the “ downward drag austere ” of his mouth, 
are merely idiosyneracies. If his voice be less flexible, or have 
lost an upper note or so, its lower tones are still good, for he retains 
his ventriloquial powers. 

Maruews, though sometimes at a disadvantage in not being 
his own author, makes up for it by being his own artist. His 
portraits, be they heads, kit-cats, or full-lengths, be they sketches 
or finished pictures, are done-to the life: they are literally speak- 
ing likenesses. In this entertainment, he hits off the manner 
and imitates the voice and brogue of Ireland’s great Agi- 
tator, so vividly as to bring him in idea before you; his physi- 
ognomy even partakes of the resemblance. Perhaps the action 
is too much caricatured, and the matter is too absurd. MarHEews’s 
-portraits of real persons are like H. B.'s sketches; his fancy por- 
traits are more in the spirit of GeorGs CRUIKSHANK’S caricature 
etchings. We wish he would introduce more individual resem- 
blances, and give us living portraits of celebrated persons. His 
manner is so gentlemanly, that even the parties themselves, if men 
of sense, would not take offence, any more than public men who are 
caricatured by H. B., whose delineation of an individual indeed, is 
regarded as an enviable distinction by some, and is smiled at by all. 
We beg to suggest to our dramatic limner,to give us a series of ani- 





